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PROCEEDI NGS

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you for
com ng out this evening and taking tinme from your
day to be here.

Wel conme to this Departnent of
Energy's Progranmmati c Environnmental |npact Statenent
nmeeting. And that's for Acconplishing the Expanded
Cvilian Nucl ear Energy Research and Devel opnent and
| sot ope Production Mssion in the U S., including
the Role of the Fast Flux Test Facility. This
programmati c environnental inpact statenment is
referred to also as the Nucl ear Infrastructure PElS,
which | assunme would be a title that will be used
this evening nore than the other one, since it would

put us even later in the evening to continue that.

l"mJimParham |'myour facilitator
tonight. |1'mnot an enpl oyee of the Departnent of
Energy, nor a representative of DOE. 1've been

asked to facilitate this neeting in an open and

i mpartial manner. Just so you know who | am and
that is the fact that | used to be out here managi ng
your parks here in Washington state when | was with
the National Parks Service. And currently I ama
prof essor at Indiana University, and that's what |
do, and | have no opinions about this one way or the

ot her.
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My job is to serve this evening, to
get through a | ot of people here who want to talk,
and I"'mgoing to be very, very pointed about staying
fair and inpartial in noving forward in a very, very
concise as well as fair fashion. |It's very
important. And | used to be out here. Wen | was
out here, | used to have the opportunity to run the
Spotted OM hearings and the Wl veri ne
Rei nt roduction hearings, so |I've seen and heard it
all. And I"'mnot going to really expect that kind
of problem here, because it's really a good
opportunity to talk here anong a group about what's
going on. Again, ny job is two-fold: [|I'"mhere to
ensure that you're at |east satisfied, know ng that
—or that you feel satisfied that DOE has given a
vi ew of what their proposed action is, analyzed in
this PEIS, answered your questions to the extent
practicable, and had an opportunity to give your
comments on the scope of this PEIS in this neeting.

| would ask that you help ne do this
by maki ng sure everyone has a chance to conmment and
be heard, just like you want. What this neans is
extending the sane courtesy to each speaker and
commenter as you'll want to receive during your

comment s.
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This is the one in a series —this
is one in a series of seven scoping neetings to be
hel d, and there's been neetings already held in Cak
Ri dge, Tennessee, |ldaho Falls, of course Seattle.

W nove on to Portland, Hood River, Richland, and
finally Washi ngton, D.C.

The comment period began on Septenber
15t h, 1999, and runs through Cctober 31st, 1999.

Let ne repeat that: the closing date for the
comment period is October 31st, 1999. Comrents
received after that date will be considered to the
extent practicable.

These hearings are just one way that
you can provi de coments to DOE on the proposed
action to be addressed in the PEIS. You may al so
send witten comments to DOE, address listed in your
packet. There's also opportunity —DCE has a | ot
of avenues. They have a fax, they have e-mail, they
have voice nmail, so that's all in your packet about
how to get a hold of them before the end of the
comment period. So hopefully, you'll be able to do
t hat .

When you registered tonight, or if
you didn't register, you just came on in, you nmay

have and shoul d have recei ved a package of materials
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that include a comment form We'd like to get your
comments on the format. |'ve heard several people
comment about the format already. And we are trying
to do this and nake it better every tinme. Oal and
witten comments are given equal consideration by
t he Depart nent.

When you cane in, there was a session
—a handout on rules of the neeting, and | think
that's self-explanatory. The way we're going to run

the neeting, let ne just go through the format, is

that right nowI'll close up in a couple of seconds,
we'll have a DCE representative give you a
presentation on -- about a thirty-mnute

presentation, an overview of this, what's being
consi dered here, and then we'll go to a question and
answer session on that presentation for a few

m nutes, and then, | would say probably by |less than
an hour from now, whatever, we get into the comments
session. And that is for you to conme up to the

m crophone. And |I'mgoing to ask for a show of
hands, and pick people randomy. There's no sign-up
sheet. | don't know who you are and you don't know
much about ne, but | do know that we can be
impartial and just pick people as you want to cone

up and conment at the m crophone.
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The best way to do that is, and
really the way | prefer to do, is to —we'll start
and go to this mcrophone, 1'll ask -- call on

sonebody with their hand up to conme to this

m crophone, then we'll cone to this one, and just
back and forth. Don't stand up in along line. |If
you want to —'cause we'll get to you, | guarantee

you. We're going to be here and nake sure that you
get a chance to coment.

The rul es of the neeting al so
i ncluded that the individuals have five mnutes and
representatives of organizations have ten m nutes.
That nmeans if you're representing a specific group
that you woul d have the ten-m nute tine period.
That's stated in the NO. Also, we'll take elected
officials first and representatives of elected
officials first. W'Ill get to that in a mnute.

There's a lot of materials available
back there. As |I wal ked around, | saw that the
expert panel report, "Forecast of Future Demand for

Medi cal |sotopes,” the Federal Register Notice of

Intent, and several NASA brochures and other itens
are back there fromthe DCE fol ks.
Ms. Colette Brown fromthe Departnent

of Energy's O fice of Nuclear Energy is here tonight
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to present an overview of the NEPA process and to
give a brief presentation on the programmatic
envi ronnmental inpact statement. M. Brown is the
person at the Departnent in charge of managi ng the
preparation of the programmatic environnental i npact
st at enent .

| will do sone other introductions in
a mnute, though | would |ike to say that as we go
t hrough the evening, I'"'msure we'll need to take a
five-mnute break now and then, and we'll do that as
time looks like, and I'Il make those calls and check
inwith you. | would Iike to ask up front, how many
people currently plan on —I know you haven't heard
the presentation. How nany people currently plan on
provi di ng comrents at the m crophone toni ght during
t he comnment session?

Ckay. So you can tell we're going to
be here for a while, with that kind of nunbers.

W're going to try to hear everybody. And the fact

is, wwth that many fol ks, | know you'll recognize
that we'll want to keep it to a level that won't
keep us here too late into the evening. | think

there is a tinme that the building cl oses down.
Charlotte, | don't knowif that's later on, but |I'm

sure it's —we'll have sone time, and we'll find
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out when that is at a break, because there's a good
nunber of people who want to conment.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: May | ask a
guestion about procedure?

THE FACI LI TATOR  Sure.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Since we're going
over the procedure and we have so nany to testify,
| ' m wonderi ng, because | suspect sone of us have
heard the DCE testinony before and we have given a
| ot before, perhaps this could be scrunched down to
fifteen mnutes, and then we woul d have nore
opportunity to —because we do have a big packet of

i nformati on.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Well, I'Il ask DOE
to —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR —to nove right
along in the presentation, so we'll see how we can
get there. | know that the presentation needs to be
consistent at all sites. And we'll take that under

advi senent .
Yes, sir, a question on format?
AUDI ENCE MEMBER Pl ease. In terns
of fairness, the Departnent of Energy is going to

give thirty mnutes. | didn't hear you say the
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alternative viewpoint is going to have thirty
mnutes, so | was going to —

THE FACI LI TATOR  No, you didn't hear
me say that. Wat you heard ne say is, everybody —
i ndi vi dual s have five m nutes, and group
representi ng —somneone representing an organi zation
has ten.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  But | know t hat
there's sone excell ent speakers here representing
sonme of the best Hanford Watch groups and the
Physi ci ans for Social Responsibility. For nme to
make an infornmed decision, | would [ike to hear the
Department of Energy's presentation as well as the
citizens' presentation, and then | can make ny
conment .

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah. Well, thank
you. I'msure we'll hear everybody's presentation
this evening.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | don't understand.
Are you saying “Yes,” it's fair we're going to have
fifteen m nutes of Department of Energy and fifteen
m nutes —=2

THE FACI LI TATOR: No, what | said
was, |'msure we're going to have everybody's

opi nion tonight, so —
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AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | know what you
said, but you said earlier about fairness. Now,
this is a public hearing.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Right.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: And | want a
Department of Energy thing and a -- and the
al ternative.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yeah. Let ne —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Well, what's the
deal ? Is that fair?

THE FACI LI TATOR: Wuld you let ne
explain this?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Sure.

THE FACI LI TATOR. And I'Il ask you to
take a seat, because we're ready to nove forward.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'Ill sit when you
explain it to ne.

THE FACI LI TATOR: \What the answer is,
is DOEw Il give a brief presentation, and we'l|
follow that with an opportunity to ask questions on
their presentation, and then we'll follow that with
a public comment session that will go with five
m nutes for individuals and ten m nutes for
representatives of organizations; but first, the

el ected officials will go before that, and then
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we'll just continue on until whatever tine
everyone's been done. Ckay?

GERALD POLLET: How many people woul d
like it to be a —

THE FACI LI TATOR Cerry —

GERALD POLLET: —DCE presentation
rather than have the [indiscernible] —

THE FACI LI TATOR W're not taking a
vote on that.

GERALD POLLET: -- now be a DCE
presentation —

THE FACI LI TATOR  No, we're not
taking a vote on this, Gerry.

GERALD POLLET: —and —

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Shut off the m ke.
Shut of f the m ke.

GERALD POLLET: —and then if the
Depart ment of Energy wants to have fifteen m nutes,
under the Hanford [indiscernible], nost of you are
famliar with the protocol that says there nust be
an alternative point of view so that you can proffer
i nfornmed testinony.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Are we done yet?

GERALD POLLET: Leaving it to the

DCE' s hand- pi cked handmai den to pick and choose who
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gets to go when, neans that you don't get the
benefit of hearing someone who m ght have actually
di scovered that tank | eaks from hi gh-1evel nuclear
waste tanks —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Cerry, should | —
Gerry, should I count this as part of your tine that
you're going to be talking?

GERALD POLLET: You know what? Wy

don't you just agree that people here would like to

have —
THE FACI LI TATOR. | don't agree to —
GERALD POLLET: —alternative points
of view —
THE FACI LI TATOR | haven't heard

that, Gerry. Wuld you —would you take a seat?

GERALD POLLET: -- and have them
stand up if they'd like to hear an alternative point
of view

THE FACI LI TATOR: Doesn't seem - -
okay, so there's sone people; fine. GCerry, I'm
going to tell you —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Yeah, funny thing:
we live in a denocracy, and we're supposed to have

f ai rness.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

17

AUDI ENCE MEMBER W want fairness;
we want denocracy.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Fairness was the
word you used —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Sorry.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: —about fifteen
m nutes ago —

GERALD POLLET: You also said briefly
t he DOE —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: -- and nowit's
"Sorry, we can't be fair."

THE FACI LI TATOR  You want DCE —I
heard soneone say they wanted DOE to go briefly, and
get into the comments session. W're just now
wasting time here. Are we going to nove forward or
not? This is the format we're going to follow.

Pl ease have a seat.

GERALD POLLET: If you want public
comments, if what you do —

THE FACI LI TATOR  You're just taking
time away fromequal —let's go

GERALD POLLET: —is that you decide
t hat peopl e cannot hear from ot her —

THE FACI LI TATOR Did | say that,

Cerry?
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GERALD POLLET: Yes, you did, because
you' ve said you' re going to hand-pick who gets to go
wher e.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: You peopl e are al
keeping nme from being able to make —

GERALD POLLET: Good.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: —ny comments.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Gerry, you are
talking -- you know what? You're just being as
unfair as what you' re describing here. Wuld you
pl ease take a seat?

GERALD POLLET: No, we're not. W
expect the sane format to be followed as is foll owed
at every other Hanford C eanup neeti ng.

THE FACI LI TATOR This is not a

Hanford C eanup neeting. This is —

GERALD POLLET: | know you don't want
to tal k about —

THE FACI LI TATOR —a programmatic
El S.

GERALD POLLET: —Hanford d eanup
here, but —

THE FACI LI TATOR: This is not —I'm

telling you, Cerry —
GERALD POLLET: —why don't you just
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agree that the problem —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Denocr acy.

THE FACI LI TATOR It is denocracy;
|"d like to get on with denocracy, if we coul d.

GERALD POLLET: You offered an
alternative, which was, when you —

THE FACI LI TATOR: That's not the
alternative we're foll ow ng.

GERALD POLLET: You just said you
wanted to hear public coment from —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: You're not on
m ke.

GERALD POLLET: -- two or three
public interest groups so that you can offer
i nformed conments on behal f the public.

THE FACI LI TATOR W're ready to get
started. Wuld you pl ease have a seat?

GERALD POLLET: | do expect that this
isin the record. | demand that this be in the
record. You're not in the record? This is
outrageous and a breach of your own regul ations that
you're not recording this.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: M. Pollet, | want
an orderly neeting. Please sit down.

GERALD POLLET: Wen the Departnent
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of Energy —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Gerry, would you
pl ease have a seat? W're trying to get through the
rules of the road here.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: You can put it in
your ten m nutes, because | have sonething to say,

t 00.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Ckay, Cerry, please
have a seat. Wuld you, please?

GERALD POLLET: | have people here
who just want to have, once nore —

THE FACI LI TATOR  Wwell, I'Il tell you
what we're going to do, Gerry, because —

We're going to take a five-mnute
break here, folks, because | can't get started. Wy
don't you guys tal k anongst yourself. But here's
the format; that's the way we're going. You're
wasting our tinme here. If we don't get started, you
are inconveniencing a | ot of people here who
probably have babysitters and everything el se going
on, and it's really an atrocity that you do that.

Pl ease sit down and let's get started, or whatever

GERALD POLLET: -- the DCE' s own
prot ocol —

THE FACI LI TATOR We're taking a
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break. Thank you. Break.

(Recess, 7:13 p.m wuntil 7:15 p.m)

THE FACI LI TATOR. |1'mgoing to get
started. W'Il|l have a presentation. | would like
for you to hold your questions till the end of the
presentation. |If we can't get back on track here,
we'll just take another recess, and we'll just keep
going until we can have a sensible session here.
kay? We're wasting people's tine, and |I' m not
going to have it. GCkay? Trust ne, | —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER. W' re supposed to
be doi ng exactly what you say, and not doi ng what
the majority says?

THE FACILI TATOR Sir, I'mgoing with
the way that's fair to everybody here, so we're
going to go ahead and get started.

Yes?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | have a procedura
guesti on.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: My procedur al
guestion says that any persons exhibiting behavi or
that's disruptive to the nmeeting will be asked to
| eave inmmediately. And we've had a coupl e of

cl assic exanpl es of disruption. 1'd like to hear
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what's going to be presented. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Al right. Thank
you. Ckay. Thank you; | agree with that. And
we're going to get started, okay? So let's get
novi ng.

| would Iike to now turn the
m crophone over to Colette Brown who will give a
DCE presentati on.

Al'so, in the audience we have in the
front row, and I'd |like for you to stand and be
recogni zed:

Shane Johnson, Special Assistant to
the Director, Ofice of Nuclear Energy, Science and
Technol ogy, and is responsible for a lot of this
wor K.

Al so, we have Doug Chapin, physical
scientist, FFTF.

W have Raj Sharma; | think Raj is a
NEPA expert.

Al Farabee, soneplace there; A is
the Acting FFTF Director, Project Ofice.

Chris Karis. |Is that right?

MR CHRIS KARIS: Karis.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Yeah; thank you —

O fice of Nuclear Energy and |sotopes Program
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And who am | m ssing? Anybody at
this point? No? kay.

Colette, would you like to take the
st age?

MS. COLETTE BROWN: | don't know.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  You don't know.
Ckay [ 1 aughing].

M5. COLETTE BROWN: Thanks, Jim |
had schedul ed this to be a hal f-hour presentation;
but, I will shorten it as much as |I can, try to make
it about fifteen mnutes, so we can get right into
the neeting and nmake up for the lost tine.

(Presentation by Ms. Colette Brown was given)

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you, nma'am

Colette, if you' d take a seat over
t here? Shane, could we have you cone up to the
table, too, and we'll take sonme —

G ven the interest in keeping this
brief, we'll keep the Q&A session to about ten
m nutes, and then we'll nove right into the conment
period, if that's okay with everyone, so —

QUESTI ON AND ANSWER SESSI ON

THE FACI LI TATOR Yes, sir. Could

you cone to the m crophone and ask your question?
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AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you. MWy
guestion is, “WIIl the draft EI'S contain a preferred
alternative, or are you going to hold off until the
final? Wen —i.e., when will you state what your
preferred alternative is?”

M5. COLETTE BROMWN: We will not have
a preferred alternative identified in the draft; we
will hold off until the final.

THE FACI LI TATOR Ckay. Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thanks. Any
guestions, additional questions here? Yes?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'ve got actually a
coupl e of questions. The elenents of the deci sion-
maki ng process, what weight is given to each of
these different elenents? For exanple, it nentions
cost as one of the elenments of the decision-mnmaking
process, and |I'd hate to see that cost would be a
deciding factor in the degree of risk that m ght be
involved in these different alternatives. So |I'm
wondering, first off, what weight is given to those
different el enments?

THE FACI LI TATOR (Okay. Good. Thank

you.
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MS. COLETTE BROMWN: We don't have
prescri bed wei ghting factors for each of those
el enents. That is a call that is nade by the
Secretary of Energy, and each alternative —you
know, its environnmental inpact, its cost, its
technical maturity, its schedul ed inpl enentati on,
viewed as a package. But there's no prescribed
wei ght, weighting factor assigned to each of those

THE FACI LI TATOR (Okay. You have
anot her question, sir?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER  Yes. The nention
of what the m ssions do not —does not include,
such as the production of tritiumand nucl ear
weapons nmaterial, et cetera, is there any guarante
that that will never be used if this —one of thes
alternatives that creates that possibility is
chosen? | nean, how do we know that it won't |ead
to something like that if —

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: —an alternative

is chosen that creates that possibility down the

l'ine?

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.
We' || probably nove over to another question now,
we'll Iimt you to two now, and we'll go over here

So go ahead.
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M5. COLETTE BROWN: Well, this NEPA
action involves possibly restarting this facility
for the mssions | tal ked about. Should there be a
decision ten years, fifteen years, or sooner than
that to upgrade the facility for a different
m ssion, that would require separate NEPA acti on.

So | nean, there are —the short answer is, there
are no guarantees in life to anything, but |'m not
tal ki ng about —1 am not tal ki ng about proposing to
restart this facility for anything defense-rel ated.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you;
appreciate it.

Hands over here; | want to nove to
this side now, questions fromthis side of the room
Are there any? No questions? Yes, nma'am

AUDI ENCE MEMBER | notice under the
No Action Alternative, that you say that FFTF woul d
be mai ntained in a standby node.

MS. COLETTE BROMWN:  Yes.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Wy woul d it not be
made to conply with the Tri-Party Agreenent and shut
down at that point, instead of having it in standby

nmode as a no action?
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M5. COLETTE BROWN. Shane, do you
want to take that?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Shane?

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: Yeah, | guess the
short answer is, excuse ne, that —

THE FACI LI TATOR. Shane, why don't
you identify yourself, make sure everyone knows —

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: Yes. M nane is
Shane Johnson; | work in the Ofice of Nuclear
Energy. And the short answer to your question is,
the No Action Alternative is what the nanme says; the
Department takes no action one way or the other in
changing its facilities. That is not to say that,
shoul d t he deci si on-maker choose to go with the
No Action Alternative, that would not |imt the
deci si on-maker fromthen nmaki ng a subsequent
decision to go with deactivation of the FFTF.

THE FACI LI TATOR  (kay. kay, let's
take a few nore questions, then we can nove on.
Yes. Yes, ma' anf

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Because of the
problens in Los Al anpos, there was a good deal of
di scussion i n Washi ngton, D.C. about reorganizing
the facilities, the facilities at the -- at Los

Al anos and ot hers, and reorgani zi ng the Departnent.
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| f that occurred, what would that do to these plans?
Wul d we go through new EI Ss and new hearings, or
woul d this just be slopped over into a new
or gani zati on, or what?

M5. COLETTE BROWN. A departmental —
departnental reorganization, in ternms of alignnments
of facilities, you know, and the depart nental
el enent responsible for that facility, would not be
part of this, of this EIS. That would happen —

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: Are you referring
to the new Nucl ear Security Adm nistration?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  Yeah. Yeah.

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: Ckay.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: And what would —
what would that do to these things? Could they just
—since it involves the various facilities —

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: Right.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER. —woul d they just
forget about this and do what they want, or what?

MR. SHANE JOHNSON: Well, that
reorgani zation with the Departnent is really focused
on our defense-related facilities, the defense |abs,
the FFTF and the Hi gh Flux |sotope Reactor, the —

M5. COLETTE BROMWN: ATR
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MR. SHANE JOHNSON: — Advanced Test
Reactor in Idaho would not be part of that. They
would remain within the Gvilian Program Ofices at
t he Depart nent.
THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.
W'l take -- let's take one nore

guestion. Yes, sir; how about here in the white?

Yes.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | heard you say
that the isotopes will not be used for any mlitary
action or —

MS. COLETTE BROWN: That's correct.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay. Can you tel
us how nuch —what percentage of the isotopes are
going to be used for nedical technol ogy and what
percentage are going to be used for other prograns
such as NASA?

MS. COLETTE BROWN: Well, all of the
medi cal —1 ' m separating the nedical isotopes from
the Pu-238 used for NASA. W' re tal king about
maki ng up the 5 kil ogranms per year of plutonium 238
to serve NASA s needs, but it's a separate isotope
reduction mssion fromthe nedical i sotopes.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: (kay. How
inmportant is the medical isotope m ssion versus the

NASA m ssi on?
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MS. COLETTE BROWN: There's no
relative priority given to each

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Ckay. Thank you.

MS. COLETTE BROWN: You're wel cone.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you.

Yeah, let's take one nore question,
then we'll nove over to the conment period. Yes,
ma' anf?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |' m wonderi ng how
much consideration is going to be given to the
anount of waste produced by each alternative, and
how that will inpact the already inadequate cl eanup
that's going on at Hanford.

M5. COLETTE BROWN. The | ast part of
your question, please?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: And how that w ||
—that will inpact the already inadequate cleanup
t hat' s happeni ng a Hanf ord.

M5. COLETTE BROWN. Ckay. The anount
of waste generated by each alternative is a big part
of the EIS, and those waste streanms wl| be
characterized and their disposition pathways will be
identified in the EIS. As far as cleanup of the
site goes, cleanup is —w Il continue at existing
| evel s, and woul d not be di m nished by restart of

the facility.
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THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Thanks,
Col ette.

Let's nove —go ahead and nove to
t he coment period now, and then we can get started.
As | said before, we would —and there's severa
people cane in later to the —to the presentation.
| did want to nmention what we've done. W' ve had a
brief presentation by DOE and taken a few questions
on that, and now with —the show of hands earlier
denonstrates a | ot of people want to comrent during
this period of tine. Also, Chris over here has got
my —wi |l keep our watch going for us, so —and
he'll give ne the one-m nute high sign, and that
means that you -- and I'Il just, not rudely
interrupt you, but I'lIl sort of get your attention
that you' ve got a mnute left. For representatives
of organi zations there's ten mnutes, for elected
officials we have ten mnutes set aside, and then
the individuals, five mnutes. And that was the way
the NO cane out. W'd like to go ahead and get
started, if we could. | believe the first person —
there's a —Senator Slade Gorton's office has a
representative here. Yes, sir.

MR. LEON SVENSON: Yes; thank you
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very nmuch. | have a prepared statenent from United
States Senator Slade Gorton for this Nuclear
I nfrastructure Programmati c Environnental | npact
St at enent .

THE FACI LI TATOR: Please, let's —
could we hear —could we |isten? Thank you.

Pl ease go ahead, sir.

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF SENATOR SLADE GORTON

MR. LEON SVENSON: Thank you.

"Cardi ovascul ar di sease is the nunber
one killer in America. Cancer affects one in three
people in the United States. Arthritis and
rheumatic conditions affect 43 mllion Amrericans.
These are daunting statistics, statistics that are
represented by real people and their suffering.

Medi cal isotopes are used in new, cutting-edge
technologies in treating cancer and ot her diseases
wi t hout the usual debilitating side effects, and at
a lower cost than traditional treatnments. ' Smart
bullets' with nedical isotopes have achieved up to
95 percent success in treating certain cancers.
However, our nation is facing docunented shortages
of research and treatnent quantities of isotopes
because we | ack adequat e production capabilities.

We | ack enough facilities to produce the variety,
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gquantity, and quality of |ifesaving isotopes that
are necessary to conduct research and to treat our
patients. In this scoping neeting for the Nucl ear
I nfrastructure Programmati c Environnental | npact
Statenent, | urge the Departnment of Energy to
consider, first and forenost, the commtnent the
Federal governnment is required to keep under Section
31 of the Atom c Energy Act, to wit: to supply
research and production quantities of isotopes.

"l sot opes are made and used in
vari ous ways from nucl ear waste as in yttrium 90,
whi ch has been found very effective in treating
non- Hodgki n' s | ynphoma; accel erator produced
i sot opes, such as fluorine-18, used in diagnostic
tests like P-E-T scans; and reactor-produced
i sotopes such as iridium192, which is used to help
prevent arteries fromreclogging foll ow ng
angi oplasty. In assessing our nation's needs, al
met hods of isotope production to produce a reliable,
di verse supply for researchers and production
capabilities for diagnostic and treatnent
gquantities, nust be eval uat ed.

"This report should include a
t horough critique of projected waste streans from
the operational facilities utilized in neeting our

needs. Sound science wll accurately informthe
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public of the type and quantity of waste generat ed.
The public will thereby have credi ble information
that relies on proven science, instead of
out - of - cont ext pseudosci ence that is currently
di ssem nated in scare-tactic formby activi st
groups.

"A detailed cost analysis of howto
nmeet our nation's nuclear infrastructure needs
shoul d al so be addressed in the PEIS. Funding
requi renents for the construction of new facilities
nmust be conpared to resum ng operations at the Fast
Flux Test Facility. W have already invested
mllions in a premer facility that is capable of
fulfilling a significant share of our future nucl ear
infrastructure needs. That investnment nust not be
di sregar ded.

"Finally, any programmtic assessnent
of our nation's nuclear infrastructure should al so
i nclude an eval uati on of our educati onal
opportunities for training future scientists.
Creating a safer and cl eaner environnent will
require highly skilled students of nucl ear science
and engi neering. W nust have facilities such as
test reactors for hands-on | earning for young

researchers. These future scientists are the very
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people we will rely upon in the 21st century to neet
t echnol ogi cal chal |l enges such as nonproliferation,
fuel s devel opnent, and spent nucl ear fuels.

"l appreciate the opportunity to
provi de these additional suggestions for the scope
of the PEIS, to conplenent the reported scope of
eval uati ng steady-state neutron sources for nedical
and ot her isotopes, plutonium 238 for NASA | ong-
term needs, and conventional nuclear research and
devel opnment needs.

"Most inportantly, though, through
its isotope program the Departnent of Energy has an
opportunity to greatly inprove the quality of life
for mllions of Anericans who suffer from cancer,
cardi ovascul ar, and ot her diseases. | urge the
Department of Energy to recognize and enbrace its
responsibility to provide the quality and quantity

of isotopes needed to diagnose and treat our

patients.

"Slade Gorton, United States
Senator."

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Ckay.
Yes?

W got a little bit busy earlier —and |I know we
have soneone representing several congressnen. Yes,

m’ am Pl ease.
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STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE ADAM SM TH
M5. HELEN WHEATLEY: Hi. |I'm Helen
Weatley. And | apol ogize for ny di mnished |ung
capacity, but ny lungs are being otherw se occupied,
sol'll be alittle slow But as a nmenber of the
board of Heart of Anerica Northwest, I'd like to
read a statenent for the record on behal f of
Congr essman Adam Smit h:
"Hanford has 177 underground tanks
containing 55 mllion gallons of radioactive
I iquids, sludges, and crusts. Right now, sone of
t hese tanks' tenperatures are nysteriously rising to
dangerous | evels, and nearly 70 tanks are | eaking
hi ghly contam nated waste into the vadose zone near
t he Col unbia R ver.
"The Hanford budget is equally
troubl esonmre. W predict the conpliance gap between
the Tri-Party Agreenent and Departnent of Energy
spending to be nearly $80 million. Al so, the DOE
nmust appropriate 600 mllion next year to begin the
process to remedy the tank waste problem at Hanford.
Restarting the Fast Flux Test Facility will add to
the Hanford' s environnental and budget woes.
"First, the FFTF wll send nore toxic

waste to the underground tanks.
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"Second, the reactor restart wll
consune val uabl e budget dollars that DOE coul d use
to cl ean up Hanford.

"Pl ease term nate the FFTF program
and direct the Departnent of Energy's full attention
at the Hanford site to cleanup.™

Ckay. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE BRI AN BAI RD
STATEMENT ON BEHALF OF REPRESENTATI VE JI M McDERMOTT

M5. HELEN WHEATLEY: And now, |ike
Congressman Smith, Congressman Brian Baird and Ji m
McDernmott, nuch as they'd Iike to be here tonight,

t hey' ve been a bit busy voting in Washi ngton, D.C
so they couldn't make it here tonight. But they
would Iike to submt their strong opposition to FFTF
restart into the record in the formof today's
Seattle Tinmes editorial, towt: "It is unw se and
unsafe to restart the Hanford reactor."

Thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thanks. Can | get
copies of those, ma'an? |If we could get copies of
t hose before you get away, it would be wonderf ul
Ckay. Thanks.

Ckay, we're going through the Federal

list. Any other Federal-elected officials at this
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Anybody representing the governor's
office or the state legislature? | renenber there
was nmaybe one person here for that. No?
Let ne just see a show ng —any
other elected officials here that —yes? And
you're, sir, representing a city or —
MR KEN DOBBIN: West Richl and.
THE FACI LI TATOR: West Richl and,
Washi ngton. Ckay.
STATEMENT OF CI TY COUNCI L MEMBER KEN DOBBI N
WEST RI CHLAND, WA
MR. KEN DOBBI N: Yes; good evening.
"' m Counci | man Ken Dobbin, West R chl and,
Washi ngt on.
Qur city has adopted the humanitarian
m ssion of restarting the FFTF to produce nedi cal
i sotopes to battle cancer and ot her diseases. |
will testify in Richland on the variety of
conpl ementary missions that would go along with
nmedi cal isotopes, but the reason I'mhere tonight is
the disturbing information | got that el ected
officials here are starting to pass judgnent and
make notions based upon the bogus argunents of our
opponents, like the ones we just heard, that FFTF
will add waste to the waste tanks. That's

absol utely not true.
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I"min Seattle tonight to refute the
fal se testinmony of these people, and to state that
if that false testinony does prevail, that there
probably is at |east 1,000 children and 10, 000
adults per year that will die because of a | ack of
medi cal isotopes. The NEPA process nust take that
potential loss of life into account.

Qur opposition says there's no
shortage of nedical isotopes now. That's false.
Patients here in Seattle have been denied
radi oactive prostate cancer treatnent due to the
| ack of iodine-125 and palladium 103. dinica
trials with copper-67 have been halted due to an
insufficient supply of that isotope. This shortage
will only get worse when the new, exciting, and very
prom sing cell-directed therapy becones a first-line
cancer defense.

And to tal k about waste, our
opponents tal k about waste. FFTF produces very
little waste. There'll be -- there'll be only
approximately | ess than a truckl oad of |owl evel
waste a year. Conpare that with the submarine
conpartnments that are being shipped every year to

the —to the Hanford for burial. | don't hear our
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opponents here saying, "Let's stop the submarine
transport.” The reason is —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: St op the submari ne
transfer.

THE FACI LI TATOR Sir, please —

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: St op the submari ne
transfer.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Let's extend sone
courtesies here, please. Thank you for that, but
we're going to continue. Please.

MR. KEN DOBBIN. Okay. They say that
we shouldn't —that we shouldn't spend two waste
casks per year of spent fuel to cure these children.
That's just absurd.

THE FFTF can be operated safely. |I'm
a nucl ear engi neer that worked twenty years on the
FFTF, from 1974 to '94. That was during the
construction, the start-up, characterization,
operations, and shutdown. | know the safety of
that, of that reactor. And |I've heard no opponent,
so far, in the last two years that they' ve been
rattling the cage, that have gotten the safety
right. They have no technical experts that have
that type of experience to refute the safety record.

Under the nost hypothetical accident, the
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contai nnent holds and no nenber of the public is
har med.

The Departnent of Energy only has two
operating reactors to performall these m ssions
that Ms. Brown tal ked about. That -- they just
can't do that. So you have a choice: vyou can
either use the FFTF or build new facilities. The
new facilities cost billions of dollars; the debt
service on that will operate this reactor.

So bottomline, what ny position is
-- speaking for the Gty of Wst Richland, is,
wi t hout delay we should restart the FFTF, as soon as
possi bl e, and we should all get behind and support
that restart.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. You
have a copy of that for us, sir?

Any additional elected officials?
Yes, sir; I'msorry. Thank you. Yeah, you're way
back there. Thanks.

STATEMENT OF CI TY COUNCI L MEMBER NI CK LI CATA
SEATTLE, WA

MR. NI CK LI CATA: Thank you. My nane

is Nick Licata, a nenber of the Seattle City

Council, and I'mhere today to informthe
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representatives of DOE and the people attending here
and the people of Seattle that the city counci
menber s have unani nously signed this resol ution
opposing the restart of the Fast Flux Nucl ear
React or.

We are al so opposed to any pl utoni um
and ot her nucl ear waste com ng through Puget Sound
and the Port of Seattle; and that it's our belief
that this nuclear reactor, restarting it, is just
the opposite trend that should be taking place at
Hanford; that it's our understanding that Hanford is
over $200 million behind in budget for cleanup
costs, and that the continuation or restart of this
nucl ear reactor will result in a deferral of that
cl eanup cost and go in the opposite direction.

Now | et me also state that today, as
a courtesy to the council nenber who just spoke, who
appeared at our city council neeting today,
literally with fifteen m nutes' notice, was —asked
for us to delay the vote until next week, which we
did as a courtesy. There was no ot her
representative of any other group avail able at the
city council neeting to add any bal ance to the

comments that he nade.
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And even in the short tinme since he
spoke, it's ny understanding that, contrary to the
i npression that m ght be given that there's sonehow
a bogus ampunt of information out there that needs
to be overcone, | think what we're facing here is a
distribution of half-facts. There's a very much
concern anmongst city council menbers for human
needs, particularly for nmedical isotopes. But the
guestion that has to be asked is that —is this the
facility, the appropriate way, to create those
nmedi cal isotopes? And | do not believe that's the
case, and I'mconvinced that the rest of the city
council, once they see the facts, will also agree,
that at this tine next week this resolution wll be
passed by the city council.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Addi tional elected officials, anybody
at this point? | don't see any at this point.
Sonmebody? No; just a second. |'mjust checking;
et me check on elected officials. Any additional
el ected officials?

If not, we'll go ahead and nove into
the coment period, and | will start over at this

m crophone. Sir, the guy standing up, you want to
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come up to the mcrophone? And then we'll cone to
this mcrophone. And just don't go and queue up,
because I'Il get to you. There's no sense in
standing up there. W'Ill take a break in alittle
bit, and don't want you standing up there for
naught, so —

MR JIMTROVMBOLD: | didn't hear your
guideline on tinme for us.

THE FACI LI TATOR |'msorry; thanks.
And | should repeat it. W have individual conments
five mnutes, and groups -- excuse ne; anybody
representing an organi zation, ten mnutes. And |
have a handy-dandy tinmer here guy, and I'Il just
sort of —I'll get your attention at one m nute.

MR JI M TROVBOLD: Ckay.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

STATEMENT OF JI'M TROVBOLD

MR JIMTROMBOLD: My nane is Dr. Jim
Tronbold, MD. |I'man internist/cardiologist here
in Seattle. 1'mon the board of Washi ngton
Physi ci ans for Social Responsibility, and the

nati onal board of Physicians for Soci al

Responsibility. 1'malso a public health
representative on the Hanford Advisory Board. [|'m
speaking, | guess, for nyself. | think our current

presi dent may speak a little |onger for our
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Real quickly on the nedical isotopes,
| think the public can get confused. | nmean, no one
—I| nean, I'ma comrtted physician. No one is
agai nst getting the right tools for diagnosis and
treatment of illness. But it's such a diversionary
di scussion that's really not even rel evant.

We do need nedical isotopes for
di agnosis. A lot of treatnent for cancer is
research. No one is saying we don't need i sotopes.
Agai n, the question has been well stated by the city
counci |l man, that we have read or understand and have
expressed our views to Governor Locke and Senat or
Murray and others, that the National Institutes of
Medi ci ne says, “If we do have a shortage in the
future, that there are cleaner, nore efficient ways
to produce nedical isotopes than stoking up a plant
like the Fast Flux.” So it's sort of an argunent
that's interesting, but it's really irrelevant.

The huge potential public —I nean,
we're tal king about treating children. | nean, cone
on. You're going to put the people concerned about
starting the Fast Flux in a position of not |oving
children? We -- | mean, we all want to treat

patients in the best way possible and —but the
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overwhel m ng environnmental potential public health
problem wth potential cancer-causing effects, is a
huge anmount of waste.

Hanford has had its shot at
production. Watever you think of past production,
necessary or overdone or whatever, a huge anmount of
waste that we need our absol ute best experti se,

talent, and funding to focus on that. And it's not

cleanup; it is disaster prevention. It's

envi ronnment al di saster prevention. |It's public
heal th di saster prevention. |If we would stop using
term nol ogy of "cleanup,” which we all —our nom

told us to clean our room and we could do it any
time. 1It's not cleanup, it's disaster prevention.
Now, sonething bad over there
happens, and we're all going to point fingers:
well, why didn't we think about it, why —so let's
i nvest sone noney in preventive nedicine. And we've
got to not add to the waste stream whether it's
little or big fromthe Fast Flux. W have such a
huge anmount of material, and need all of our
expertise and fundi ng.
Now, we've told Senator Muirray,
"Let's get off the jobs thing." And if you're with

t he chanber of commerce of Tri-Cities about jobs, we
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want to get —quit calling it "funding"; go to
Congress and say, "Here we got a disaster that's
goi ng to happen here; let's get sone real funding,
not for cleanup, but for disaster prevention, and
let's triple the jobs over there for generations to
conme, to clean up the nmess we've al ready nade."

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Ckay,
we'll nove over to this side. And a show of hands,
peopl e who want to comment —nma'am right here.

STATEMENT OF KAY THCDE

RAG NG GRANNI ES OF SEATTLE
WOMEN' S | NTERNATI ONAL LEAGUE FOR PEACE AND FREEDOM
SEATTLE WOMEN ACT FOR PEACE

M5. KAY THODE: Well, we are
representing three groups.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, hold on for
just a second; |I'mgetting your copies here. |I'm
sorry; you're representing an organi zati on?

M5. KAY THODE: W are representing
t he Ragi ng Grannies of Seattle, the Seattle branch
of the Wonen's International League for Peace and
Freedom and the Seattle Wnen Act for Peace

Or gani zat i on.
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THE FACI LI TATOR (Okay. So we're
going with this statenent here that you' ve handed
ne.

M5. KAY THODE: Right.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, so ten
m nutes. OCkay. Thank you.

M5. KAY THODE: We and hundreds of
ot hers have repeatedly provided rational argunents
for shutting down FFTF, but still you persist in
presenting proposals to keep it in operation. It
seens that the wi shes of the politicians and their
corporate contributors carry far nore influence with
the U S. DOE than the will of the people. W are
begi nning to wonder if direct action is necessary to
nove this governnent. Wth apol ogies to Bob Dyl an,
let me put it in song [singing with associ ates]:

"How many tinmes nust we cone before
you to tell you to shut that thing down? How nmany
times nmust we testify before you will hear our call?
How many tinmes nust we stand up here, before you
will listen to our plea? The answer, ny friend, is
blowing in the wind, the answer is blowng in the
w nd."

In the hope that this is the tine

when you will finally heed us, | will reiterate the
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reasons why restarting FFTF is a danger to the
envi ronnent, to peace, and to cl eanup:

First, to produce the isotopes
involved, it involves transporting radioactive
materials to Hanford, with the attendant risk of a
spill.

Second, producing the isotopes wll
create nore waste, when you do not know how to get
rid of the waste you al ready have.

Third, this mssion will detract from
cl eanup, which is already behind the legally
mandat ed deadlines. And it's been stated it won't
detract fromcleanup, but if all the dollars that
were put into this were put into cleanup, surely it
woul d have some effect.

Fourth, experts have testified that
there are other, safer, cheaper nethods for
produci ng nmedi cal isotopes. And | have heard
experts, the head of the University of Washi ngton
Hospital, radioisotope section, testify here that
they didn't need nore isotopes, and that was | ast
year or the year before.

Fifth, the proposed program i ncl udes

cl assified weapons m ssions, which underm ne rather
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t han strengthen our security. Now, it was stated
that this does not, but | understand that the
stockpil e stewardship activities which were
consi dered under this include sinulated testing of
weapons and design activities. So | would like nore
clarification on that.

Si xt h, NASA has apparently indicated
it does not need this programfor advanced
radi oi sot ope power systens.

And seventh, we understand that the
nmet hod whereby this proposal was devel oped viol at ed
Federal procurenent rules and contract terns.

It is tragic that the profits of
Battell e and the nucl ear industry carry nore wei ght
wi th our governnent than the public safety and
health of the people in Washington state. 1In the
name of sanity, shut FFTF down, once and for all.

Let nme finish with another song
[singing with associ at es]:

"There's a crust upon the bubble in
the tank —in the tank. There's a crust upon the
bubble in the tank —in the tank. If the bubble
shoul d burst, you will see the worst disastrous ness

t hat you have ever seen
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"If you don't know what to do with
the tank —with the tank; if you don't know what to
do with the tank —with the tank; then why on earth
woul d you create a deadly new m stake by putting
FFTF back on |ine?

"So concentrate on cleanup —do you
hear? Concentrate on cleanup —do you hear? W
don't need a new di saster dogging us forever after,
so shut down FFTF for all tine."

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

M5. KAY THODE: | have one | ast
guestion —one |ast coment.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

M5. KAY THODE: | noticed in the
mat eri al that was handed out that you're talking
about privatizing isotope activities in order to
reduce cost to the taxpayer. It seens to ne that
the privatization of this effort has resulted in a
| ot nore cost to the taxpayers than it woul d have,
if it hadn't been otherw se.

And to speak of sound science, it's
sound sci ence that brought us these | eaking tanks;
and | am sick of sound science.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

|'ve said earlier |'ve seen it all,




but

" m | earning every day.

58




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

59

W will take —let's take one nore
over here, and then we'l|l take a five-m nute break,
restroom break. The restroons are out to the side.
| don't know if you need it, but | do.

Ma' am how about right —or no; this
| ady back here. |I'msorry, let's start -- yes.
Sure. Fine.

STATEMENT OF ELI ZABETH TABBOTT

M5. ELI ZABETH TABBOTT: Thank you
My nanme is Elizabeth Tabbott, and |I'm actually
testifying on nmy owmn behalf, although I do sit on
t he Hanford Advisory Board. But tonight, |I'mjust
gi ving nmy own conments.

My understanding of this hearing is
that, required under NEPA, you are scoping and you
are trying to determ ne what inpacts nust be
addressed in the EI'S for each alternative.

| would say that first and forenost
on ny mind is that each inpact —each alternative
be anal yzed for its effect on the Tri-Party
Agreenent. This is our |egally binding agreenent
whi ch the Departnent of Energy has entered into, and
| think it's of utnost inportance for the public to
under stand how those | egally binding mlestones
m ght be affected. And this, of course, includes

funding i ssues for the TPA
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And the second thing I'd like to see
addressed in the EISis the requirenent to | ook at
soci oeconom ¢ i npacts. And "socioeconom c" i s not
l[imted to just the econom c results of each
alternative. There should be, in fact, a serious
assessnment of the social inpacts.

| think that all of us who have
wat ched t he Hanford cl eanup and t he deci si on- maki ng
process with the Departnment of Energy and with their
contractors are very aware of what the word
“culture" nmeans at Hanford. The culture at Hanford
whi ch we saw entering into this cleanup was just
fraught with secrecy, with the "decide, announce,
defend" attitude, the arrogance, the risk-averse
tendency to not want to take action, but always do
one nore study. And the public that has been
i nvolved in the public involvenent out there, the
Hanford Advi sory Comm ttee —Board, has been very,
very frustrated with that culture which has been
very slow to change at Hanford. | do say it has
changed sonewhat; we are coning al ong.

But we still see things |ike
constantly shifting bureaucracy, where jobs --
people's DCE tenure is far, far less than from

nmeeting to neeting —and we neet sonetinmes once a
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nmonth. The result there is that there is no
tendency for the decision-nmaker to have
responsibility; they've shifted jobs. That's also
true with your contractors. Contractors change
faster than the public can keep track.

So |l think that it's really —it's
not that hard. It mght sound a little soft
science, but | don't think it would be hard to | ook
at how each alternative could affect that culture
that we have been trying so hard to change at
Hanf or d.

Dr. Tronbold nentioned the fact that
cl eanup has not had the right kind of connotation.
Cleanup still doesn’t have the right kind of
connotation at Hanford; "production” sounds so nuch
better. And that would necessarily take us back to
a culture that we've worked very hard to get away
from

So | would hope that, in |ooking at
the scope, that be a serious concern for each one of
the alternatives.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

If we could take a five-m nute break,

and we'll come back in —the restroons are out to




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

63
the side; | think there's a water fountain out there
too. And we'll just pick up where we left off with
t he coment session. OCkay? Thank you.

(Recess, 8:10 p.m wuntil 8:20 p.m)
THE FACI LI TATOR Let's go ahead and
get started again, if we could. Thanks for com ng
back; appreciate it. Thank you for com ng back so
pronptly; appreciate it, and appreciate the restroom
br eak.
Let's go to this side now. The
gentl eman standi ng has been standing up there the
whole tinme, waiting on me to pick him in the blue
and tie-dyed sort of side there.
STATEMENT OF NORM BUSKE
NUCLEAR WEAPONS- FREE AMERI CA
MR. NORM BUSKE: Thank you. M nane
is Norm Buske, 1I'm here representing Nucl ear
Weapons- Free Anerica. |'ve been working for the
past year in the public interest, in response to the
public interest, doing science on the river, |ooking
at what is getting into the river because of the
public concern with the sal non
This | ast week we went public with
the thoriumsprings at Hanford. That is, they have

thorium | eaking into the river where the sal non
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spawn. Interest relative to the EIS on thoriumis
that if you | ook through the docunentation, you
won't see it. Basically, by |ooking at what woul d
be affecting the sal non and | ooking at the river,
what we've done is discovered a new waste stream
from Hanf ord.

As | understand it, maybe sonet hing
like 1,000 tons of thoriumwere used to produce
fissile uranium 233. You probably didn't know
anyt hi ng about any of that. Well, it's just one of
those little secrets, isn't it? GCenerally, DOE has
been rather secretive in its operation at Hanford.
| f you are wondering about that thorium by the way,
you'd think, "Well, what about nonitoring?" Those
here from Ri chl and probably know that Ri chland's
drinking water conmes fromthe river. They nonitor
upstream and downstream at Hanford —just oodl es of
radi onucl i des, but not thorium and not the product
t hat was produced at Hanford, uranium 233. So
basically, there are these little holes. Now we go
and | ook at FFTF, perhaps with sonme concern about
whet her there m ght be holes in the systemor not.

What we're addressing on the EI'S at
the present nonent is stated m ssions. And there's

actually been sort of a little conflict about that.
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I f you go back a few nonths to April, with the
predeci si onal draft on the FFTF, under the
m ssions, but they really didn't talk about it, they
had national security, and the creation of speci al
i sotopes at FFTF could supply in significant
guantities.

This is sort of touchy, because, see,
it couldn't be used, because it's a civilian
start-up. That is, all the m ssions have to be
civilian. This mlitary mssion couldn't be |isted
as a justification. So now we have a step further,
where we have gone to taking this out of any nmention
fromthe mssion. And basically, what |'ve done is
i nqui red of the managenent to see what the gane pl an
is, and it's "You start it on civilian m ssions, and
then you just have this little client over here that
you nmake —you nake this stuff work." That is,
"It's not a mssion; we just do it on the side.”

Now, | think that's a —you know, sort of the way
t hings are done, and | understand that since it
woul d be classified, producing weapons nmaterial s,
that we wouldn't be told about it.

But this is an EI'S scopi ng hearing.
And what | ask for is that the production m ssion,

t he weapons mi ssion for exotic isotopes, be included
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inthe EIS, that if you say —rather than |isting
it as a mssion and including it, you say, "As a
potential client for DOE or DOD, we woul d produce
t hese exotic mssions.” Now, those are classified,
and | don't really want to get into themhere. So
in the EIS you go through, see a little chunk where
it has to be classified, and we can't tal k about
t hose because of proliferation.

But then we can cone out the far end
and say what the effects of those materials are in
t he weapons for which they would be designed. And I
would like that in the EIS.

If the United States goes into
production of -- these are battlefield nukes,
subtactical, small things. Actually, you should be
able to fire it out of a handgun. |If the United
States goes into the production of those, we, as the
pol i ceperson of the world, we justify them And
what that means is, other people get to play the
gane, too. Well, that's fair enough. That neans
that basically you have, you know, little tiny
mushr oom cl ouds on CNN

What | woul d ask, therefore, is that
in the EIS where you include the battlefield nuke

operations, that you include some representative
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pl aces where these mght go off and what the effects
woul d be. | would suggest Seattle Center woul d nake
a, you know, fine ground zero for —what would the
i npact be for one of the mcro nukes. And | would
i ke two kinds included: the direct ones with the
superfissile materials, the super-smalls, and then
there's sone exotics. Because these are so fissile,
you can put other materials in and get really,
really lovely effects, and I would |ike those
i ncl uded al so.

Thank you very much

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Yes, sir.

STATEMENT OF W LLI AM BLAI R

MR. WLLIAM BLAIR.  Thank you. My
name is WlliamBlair, and I'm speaking for nyself.
|"ma resident of Seattle, up here on Queen Anne
Hill.

And | wanted to preface ny remarks by
saying that | once favored nucl ear energy, and gee,
| wanted to be a nucl ear engi neer or nuclear
physi cist, nmyself. But over the years, |'ve
realized that nucl ear wastes have half-1ives of
t housands of years, exceeding, actually, recorded

history to this point. And plutoniumis one of the
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wor st radioactive nmaterials, both in terns of
toxicity and al so persistence, as well as neptuni um

And society, our society, appears to
suffer attention deficit disorder, in that so far
we' ve been unable to provide organi zati onal and
regul atory resources and financial resources to
acconpl i sh prudent disposal and | ong-term secure
storage of these dangerous wastes. The Hanford
Nucl ear Reservation is a poster-child for this
problem The cleanup is far behind schedul e, and
the current Executive and U. S. Congress both appear
to lack the will to fund adequately the cl eanup
procedure at Hanford.

Par adoxi cally, the Hanford reach of
the Colunbia River is a national treasure. 1've had
the privilege of leading three float-trips down the
reach to | ook at the reservation and also at the
natural environnment on the other side. It's the
| ast free-flowing reach of the Colunmbia in the U S.,
t hanks to the nuclear reservation. And it's hone to
the last significant spawni ng popul ati ons of native
salmon in the Colunbia River, and nuch of the
wildlife there is dependent on those sal non.

| have appl auded Senator Murray's

proposal to include the reach in the National WId
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and Scenic R ver System and to retain the Wahl uke
Sl ope and the Wihite Bluffs in the Federal WIldlife
Ref uge System

And | think it's incredible to
consider restarting the FFTF, in view of the failure
of cleanup efforts to date at Hanford and at ot her
places in the U S. There are radioactive springs,
as the gentleman before nme just nentioned, that we
knew about before this —not that particul ar one,
but there are radioactive springs on the south side
of the river. There are "hot" plants, "hot" animals
runni ng around.

| understand the pressure for jobs.
And if we must subsidize the Tri-City area, | think
we ought to do it by accelerating the cleanup, not
by increasing the waste stream

| think the EI'S should address the
organi zational issues of the failure of present
systens to deal with cleanup of existing waste and
of —1 think that bears on the credibility and the
ability of government to mitigate the adverse
envi ronnment al inpacts of devel oping existing --
devel opi ng additional waste with restart of FFTF,
and to deal with those wastes in future cleanup

progr ans.
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At present, of course, the U S.
enjoys a very privileged position, which | enjoy
t oo, as nunber one economcally in the world. And
if we haven't been able to deal with these issues so
far, |1 really question how we are going to deal with
t hem over the next 10,000 years.

One other thing I'd like to see in
the scoping is to —always a critical question with
envi ronnmental inpact statenents, is to address those
m ssi on projections, to reexanmne them and to
consider as one alternative the effects of the —
it's the classical alternative: demand nanagenent,
conservation, and recycling. And | think that needs
to be one of the alternatives addressed in this, in
this EI'S, along —and couple that with i medi ate
shut down of FFTF.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Yes, sir?

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'d |ike to point
out that everyone you' ve called on until now has
gray hair. You said we're choosing people random y?

THE FACI LI TATOR |'ve been saving
you for | ast.

kay, go ahead. |I'msorry he —I
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hope he didn't offend you with the "gray hair"
comment, that you | ooked —

M5. SANDY GRAHAM | didn't think
had gray; | thought | had bl onde.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (kay. Thanks. Go
ahead.

STATEMENT OF SANDY GRAHAM

M5. SANDY GRAHAM My nane i s Sandy
Graham and |I'm here to speak —

THE REPORTER: Excuse ne; Sandy —

M5. SANDY GRAHAM  Graham like in
G aham crackers.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

M5. SANDY GRAHAM  Yeah

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.

M5. SANDY GRAHAM |'m here to speak
on ny own behal f.

| have a son —sone of you kind of
| aughed, | noticed earlier, when Ken said that we
have nedi cal isotopes to save lives of children,
where one of those children is mne. Probably when
he was about four years old, he was diagnhosed with a
pi al ocytic astrotoma in the third ventricle, which
they did a twelve-hour surgery, with a near-conplete

resection. And what that nmeans is that you can't
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totally renove the tunor. So they gave us hopes
that it wouldn't grow back again, and for two years
he was doing really good; every three nonths, MRIs.
And then the tunor grew back, and he's seven years
old now Only option we have at this tinme —when
children are ten years old you can't do radiation
because their brain is not fully devel oped. So the
only choice you have is do chenot herapy, and | don't
know how nany peopl e out there know about
chenot herapy, but it's —it's nmade hi m nauseous,
| ost wei ght, nmouth sores, constipation. He was
sick; it kills healthy cells, too. But that's the
only choice we had to keep him you know, alive. He
was supposed to have chenot herapy for fourteen
nmont hs, but thank God he only had it for six, and he
was able to shrink it down to the size of a dine.

He will have this the rest of his life.

| am here because | would |ike, for
my son's benefit, to keep FFTF goi ng, because he
needs mnedi cal isotopes as another effort. Because
every —every chance we have to stop cancer now can
save lives tonorrow. And ny son is probably —you
don't know him | put pictures up here. 1've got a
pi cture of himwhen he was four years old, after he

had his surgery, and when he had chenot herapy. And
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he's a tough little fighter, he really is. But a
| ot of you are agai nst nedical isotopes, but you
know, one of these days it could be your child, your
ni ece, your grandparent. It could be any one of
you, and then you mght think tw ce about it.

Thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Let's go to the gentl eman over there
in the —yes, there; thank you

STATEMENT OF KI M SCHM DT
TRI-CI TY | NDUSTRI AL DEVELOPMENT COUNCI L

MR. KIM SCHM DT: Hello. Thank you
for the opportunity to provide comments regarding
the scope of this draft environnental inpact
statenent. M nane is Kim Schmdt. |'mthe vice
presi dent of industrial recruitnent for the Tri-City
| ndustrial Devel opnment Council, TRI DEC.

TRIDEC is a nonprofit organization
whose objective is the econonm c devel opnent of the
Tri-City area, which enconpasses the Hanford site.
Qur nmenbership is conposed of over 350 business
or gani zati ons, |abor, and governnental entities
having an interest inthe Tri-Cties. W have been
desi gnated by DCE as the one voice for Hanford on

econoni ¢ devel opnent .
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TRI DEC strongly supports the
obj ectives of the Departnent's nucl ear energy
program and specifically the utilization of the
FFTF to nmeet the programmatic needs whi ch have been
identified in the recent program scoping plan for
the Fast Flux Test Facility.

As a programmatic EI'S, the need for
t hese prograns and net hods of achieving them nust be
addressed on a gl obal basis. W believe the
eval uation of the alternatives will clearly show the
advant ages of the FFTF for the performance of the
proposed missions. The suitability of and the
impacts resulting fromutilization of the FFTF for
these mssions will be clearly shown in a thorough,
bal anced, and objective eval uation of the need for
each proposed m ssion and the nmethods of achieving
the m ssion objectives.

W will not address the attributes of
the FFTF in this statenment, since these are being
addressed by other comrentators. Rather, we wish to
identify specific topics which should be addressed
in the PElIS.

First, mssion needs. A nunber of
proposed nmi ssions have been identified for

performance in the FFTF. Each of the proposed
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m ssi ons should be evaluated in terns of national
need, alternative nethods of achievenent, the soci al
and environnental inpacts, and the conparative
econonmi cs of alternatives. The prograns which
shoul d be eval uat ed i ncl ude:

Medi cal and industrial isotope
production and utilization; Production of Pu-238 for
identified space programrequirenents;
Nonproliferation technical prograns; Materials
sci ence; Research prograns and rel ated educati onal
pr ogr ans.

Second, FFTF operational issues.
There are a nunber of issues related to the
utilization of FFTF and neeting the identified
m ssi on needs. These can best be considered and
eval uated through the EI'S process. There is a
substantial body of independently reviewed and
val i dated i nformation regarding the FFTF which w ||
provide a clear and factual basis for consideration
of the inpacts or risks resulting fromthe restart
and operation of the FFTF.

The EI'S process mnmust take cogni zance
of the agreenent reached between DOE and the states
of Oregon and Washington for the preparation of a

wast e managenent and mnim zation plan to ensure
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that FFTF waste issues do not negatively inpact
progress on Hanford site cl eanup prograns.

The foll ow ng i ssues should be
addressed in the evaluation of the FFTF for a role
in the proposed m ssions:

Production and operati onal econom cs;
Conpar ative costs for shutdown and start-up of the
FFTF; Nucl ear and environnmental safety;
Environnental rel eases and inpacts; Nucl ear waste
and regional inpacts; Spent fuel storage and
di sposal ; Operation managenent structure; Regi onal
econoni ¢ devel opnent and institutional inpacts;
Educational institution relationships; Qperational
privatization concepts; Independent safety and
envi ronnmental regul ation; Restart and operational
pl anni ng; Nonproliferation and security issues
resulting fromthe use of MOX or highly enriched
urani um f uel s;

Lastly, programmatic inpacts of FFTF
utilization.

The proposed m ssions which could
potentially utilize the FFTF to neet nati onal
program needs or objectives need to be reviewed and
eval uated to identify the inpacts resulting from

utilization of the FFTF.
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For several of these topics, there
are identified national needs or requirenents which
are not being net. The social, health, and econonic
i mpacts of not neeting these requirenents currently
and in the future need to be clearly identified.
These topics include the foll ow ng:

Medi cal -i ndustrial isotope
production, distribution, and utilization; this
shoul d i nclude the benefits provided by the
devel opnment of new or enhanced nedi cal isotopes.

Production of Pu-238 to neet national
space program requirenents; Accel erator
transnmutati on of waste, ATW Proliferation-resistant
nucl ear fuels devel opnent; Fusion materials testing
and eval uation; Solid-state and el ectronic system
radi oacti ve hardeni ng; and Conmercial Light Water
Reactor |life-extension materials testing prograns.

A thorough eval uation of the topics
and issues identified above will provide a clear and
factual basis for decisions regarding the future of
t he FFTF.

We believe that the FFTF will be
found to be a superior vehicle for neeting the
identified program m ssions w thout any significant

negati ve social, environmental, or econoni c inpacts.
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Qperation of the FFTF will provide significant
positive econom ¢ and social inpacts, not only to
the Pacific Northwest, but also to the nation. The
supply of currently unavailable or limted nedical
i sotopes for general use is of particular
si gni ficance.

Local area business, |abor, and
governnmental | eaders strongly support the restart
and operation of the FFTF. During the review of the
draft EI'S, we expect that these interests, as well
as our own congressional delegation, will submt
strong statenents of support for restart of the EI'S
[ sic].

We expect that regional and national
environmental interests will also express their
opposition to operation of the reactor; however,
these are not the views of the |local community, and
reflect sort of a knee-jerk reaction to any new
progranms at Hanford, and particularly any
consideration of restarting the Fast Flux Test
Facility. W have reviewed recent letters which the
Departnent of Energy has received fromthese
interests on the FFTF. Many of the allegations
contained in these letters are factually incorrect

or do not apply to current program proposals.
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We are submtting as an attachnent to
our testinmony a conpilation of previous position
statenents and letters from our congressional
del egation, the state of Washi ngton, and ot her
regional interests supporting the FFTF. W expect
that the sanme | evel of support will continue to be
avai l abl e in support of the FFTF for the currently
proposed ni ssi ons.

In closing, we request that the
assets of the FFTF receive an objective, bal anced,
and realistic evaluation of the alternatives to be
studied in the PEIS. And we | ook forward to the
opportunity to review and coment on the draft PEIS
next year.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Sir,
wi th your hand up —sure.

And |'m com ng over here; rem nd ne,
| m com ng over here next.

STATEMENT OF ROBERT FRANCO

MR. ROBERT FRANCO. Good evening. W
name i s Robert Franco. |I'man MD., as a practicing
surgeon in R chland, Washington, for alnost forty

years.
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About half way through nmy nedica
practice career, | woke up to the fact that 1'd
beconme a cancer doctor. Seriously ill patients sort
of gravitated to me, and the mgjority of these
seriously ill patients had cancer problens. |
| earned to live with cancer on a one-to-one basis.
| often accepted these people the first tinme they
| ooked for a doctor. | did nmuch of the diagnostic
wor kup, did the treatnment, and for a long tine | did
t he chenot herapy fol |l owup checkups; | got
t horoughly acquainted with cancer. After all these
years, | still have to say that we have not

controlled cancer. Wien | read in the journals,

which | still do today, read sone of the progressive
things that are happening, |'mjust awestruck. But
really curing cancers is still far away.

Here's the nessage | want to give,
and it's personal. | think it's alnost sinful for
any potential treatnent nmethod to be cut off at the
roots before it gets a chance to nake itself felt.
And right now, of course, we're tal king about
i sot opes, nedical isotopes. FFTF is clearly the
best way to produce these. You've heard the

argunents.
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| was inpressed particularly by M.
Graham that's an everyday thing in ny practice.
Peopl e who just reached the end of the road, no
place to go. After | retired, | was nedical
director of a hospice in our area, so | got
acquai nted on a further plane with dying patients.
And sone of these people have nowhere el se to go.
Cccasionally, with isotope research, there are
pl aces for themto go. So | ask you to |ook into
your hearts. And | ask sone of you enthusiasts to
consider that by cutting off a potential treatnent
met hod, you m ght be hel ping sone of these patients
to reach the end of the road prenmaturely.

Thank you.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |Is it possible to
ask a question of this man?

THE FACI LI TATOR: No; we have
hundreds of people. Thank you. W have still nany,
many hands, and | appreciate it.

Thank you, sir; appreciate it. Ckay.
Thank you for your conments.

Yes, sir, right here in the green
shirt. Yeah.

And I'm com ng over to this side next

time; remnd ne. Yeah, | wll.
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STATEMENT OF DAVE JOHNSON

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: My nane is Dave
Johnson, and |I'm here for nyself, although I am an
al ternate nenber of the Hanford Advisory Board, with
Heart of Anerica Northwest.

The main point that | want to nake
tonight is that a specially designed accel erator-
based neutron source facility is a much better way
to make nedical isotopes than restarting the FFTF
reactor. The programmatic environnental inpact
statenent, or the PEIS for short, should anal yze an
accel erator-based neutron source for making nedical
i sot opes.

Al so, since Los Al anps National Lab
is very experienced in this type of facility, they
shoul d be included in the PEIS to anal yze
accel erator options.

As a background, | worked at Hanford
for a nunber of years beginning in 1960. | worked
as a senior scientist in the FFTF reactor physics
group. | also worked on an accel erator-based
neutron source project at Hanford. One of ny jobs
on that project was to neasure isotope production by

t he accel erator.
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Based on ny experience with both the
FFTF and the accelerator, | believe the accel erator
is a nmuch better way for nmaki ng nedi cal isotopes.
The design for an accelerator facility can easily be
adapted from an existing design. The design was
devel oped between 1977 and 1984 with the
West i nghouse Hanford Conpany as the |ead contractor.
Los Al anps National Lab was the accel erator
contractor. It was devel oped with DOE funds from
t he Magnetic Fusion Energy Research Program It was
called the Fusion Materials Irradiation Test
Facility, or for short, the FMT Facility. It was
never built because of |imtations in the fusion
budget .

There are five mllion reasons that |
bel i eve an accel erat or-based neutron source for
medi cal isotopes is a better option than restarting
t he FFTF, and should be included in the PEIS.

First, it should be pointed out in
the PEIS that an accel erator for nedical isotopes
woul d produce far |ess dangerous nucl ear waste than
the FFTF. The FFTF will produce |large quantities of
fission product and transurani ¢ nucl ear wastes.
These are very difficult to deal with, as evidenced

by DOE's difficulty in denonstrating a pernanent
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solution to disposal of wastes from nucl ear
reactors. On the other hand, an accel erator for
nmedi cal isotopes would produce neither fission
products nor transuranic isotopes.

Second, it should be pointed out in
the PEIS that an accel erator for nedical isotopes
woul d be dramatically safer to operate than the
FFTF. In an accelerator, there would be no concern
for an uncontrolled chain reaction. Moreover, there
woul d be no need for a contai nment vessel, as with
t he FFTF.

Third, it should be pointed out in
the PEIS that it would be cheaper to build an
accel erator-based neutron source than to restart the
FFTF. Based upon the FAIT Facility cost numnbers,
estimate it would cost less than $200 mllion for an
accel erator facility, conpared to at |east $229
mllion to restart FFTF.

Fourth, it should be pointed out in
the PEIS that it would be cheaper to operate an
accelerator facility than to operate the FFTF. The

FFTF woul d require, in the proposal, at |east $55

mllion per year to operate. Based upon the cost
fromthe FMT Facility, | estinmate it would cost
only about $10 million per year to operate an

accel erator for nedical isotopes.
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Finally, the fifth itemis that it
shoul d be pointed out in the PEIS that an
accel erator-based neutron source is significantly
better than the FFTF at cost recovery. The FFTF is
predi cted to cost nuch nore to operate than the
revenues it would bring in for several years. The
initial deficit for the FFTF is a whopping $24
mllion per year. |In contrast, the cost for
operating an accel erator-based neutron source is so
low, it would be matched by the initial $10 nmillion
per year revenue predicted from nedical isotopes
alone. If revenue from nedical isotopes were to
increase as predicted in the FFTF proposal, an
accel erator-based neutron source would turn a
substantial profit.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thirty seconds.

MR. DAVE JOHNSON: Okay. In summary,
| believe an accel erator-based neutron source for
produci ng nedi cal isotopes has nmany advant ages over
restarting the FFTF. There would be far |ess
dangerous nucl ear waste, it would be dramatically
safer, it would cost less to build and to operate,
and the revenue from nedi cal isotopes would match or
exceed the operating cost. | believe an

accel erator-based neutron source for producing
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medi cal isotopes should be included as one of the
options in the PEIS. | also believe that Los Al anobs
Nati onal Lab should be included in the PEIS to
anal yze accel erator options.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you;
appreciate it. Thank you.

Yes, ma'am right here.

STATEMENT OF DANA GOLD

M5. DANA GOLD: M name is Dana Col d,
and I'ma staff attorney with the Governnent
Accountability Project. GAP's mssion is to pronote
government and corporate accountability, and we do
this by working with whistle-blowers who discl ose
violations of law and threats to public health,
safety, and the environnent that they witness in the
wor kpl ace.

One of the key issues GAP focuses on
is keeping Hanford, the nost contam nated site in
North Anmerica, accountable, and to protect the
envi ronment, workers, and the public that are so
often the victinms of the secrecy and Col d- War
culture that, in spite of a federally nandated
cl eanup m ssion, continues to notivate the
Department of Energy that controls the Hanford

nucl ear conpl ex.
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The proposal to restart the Fast Fl ux
Test Facility represents the hei ght of governnent
and corporate insanity, that incredibly, is given
legitimacy in the formof public hearings and
proposed programmatic EISs that actually present a
process by which the governnent can hope to ramits
goal s of putting Hanford back into production node,
despite the fact that it has created one of the nost
danger ous nesses known to humankind. Restarting
FFTF can't be all owed.

And fundanental |y, the biggest reason
i s because the proposal is funds- —it's inherently
unsafe. First, the design of the reactor is a fast
flux design, and we have internal DOE docunents that
have essentially said that it's inherently unsafe.
And they estimate that there's a 30 percent risk
that during the lifetime of the reactor, that it
will require an evacuation of people and the
interdiction of |livestock and crops during the life
of the facility. This is unbelievable.

In addition, this is a sodi um cool ed
reactor. And | don't know if you know this, but
sodiumignites with oxygen. So if there's an
eart hquake that causes a break in the cooling

process, with a reactor that was built before a new
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fault Iine was discovered at Hanford, that could be
a nuclear nightrmare that we've exactly been
f or eseei ng.

The proposal also requires the inport
of highly enriched uraniumor plutoniumfuel. This
is the sane fuel that was used at the facility in
Tokai mura, Japan, that resulted in exposure to
wor kers and the public. And this fuel, because of
t he high plutoniumcontent, has an inherent risk of
acriticality release if safety procedures aren't
followed. And | can tell you, as a representative
of nunmerous workers at the Hanford facility, that it
is conmmon practice that safety procedures are not
foll owed at Hanford, and that workers that report
the fact that safety procedures are not followed are
retaliated against, silenced, and harassed. And
this is a problemw th the Hanford facility.

Let's see. Another risk fromthe
hi gh pl utonium fuel content is the need to —with
the inmporting and the storage of the fuel, is that
there will be increased transportation of the fuel
on our public highways and our train systenms. |In
addition, there's a terrorist risk that's created by
t he existence of the fuel, as well as the waste

that's going to be created at this site, which | eads
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to a higher degree of security at the site, which
goes conpletely in contrast with the need for
openness that we've encouraged with the cleanup
process. So with this highly enriched plutonium it
i nherently changes the nature of Hanford to a
culture of secrecy and national security that shuts
the public out fromthe problens and exposing them
as they exist at Hanford.

In addition, there are multiple waste
streans that are going to be created through the
process that we've identified tonight, not only in
the creating of the fuel that will be used to run
the facility, but also —in running the reactor, as
well as creating the fuel on the target, neptunium
targets, targets that will be inported from Savannah
River to run the reactor, but also in separating the
pl utoniumthat they want to create fromthe fusion
products. So we're talking nmultiple waste streans
here, and all of these waste streans have to be
considered in the PElIS.

In addition, the waste has highly
enriched plutoniumin it, which also has the sane
protection needs with the —for the terrorist risk,
and has inherently unstable qualities fromthe
criticality that is presented by the highly enriched

pl ut oni um
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Wi ch brings us to the waste issues
that all of us —nobst of us are actually famliar
about. We have a third of the tanks that are
| eaking at Hanford. Only last year, the DOE
admtted from whistle-bl ower disclosures that have
been identifying the fact that the waste has been
| eaking into the vadose zone and has hit the river.
They only admtted this last year. There's no plan
to clean up the river that we know i s contam nat ed,
and the inmpacts to this on agriculture, salnon, the
food chain, and the drinking water are inestinable.
I nestinmable. And it is clear that they have said
there's not even enough noney in the DOE budget for
cleanup to identify these new risks that have been
i dentified.

In addition, there's no roomin the
tanks or —and the tanks aren't appropriate storage
for the —for the fuel, for the waste fuel that
|"ve just tal ked about that's going to be created.
The tanks are corroding. The tanks are already
full. So it's not just that we have an existing
waste stream problem it's that there's going to be
nore added that's actually —it has a different

character and quality to it.
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So there's no plan at this point as
to what to do with the waste which is the same
situation that explains why we have a cl eanup
probl em fromthe original production nmentioned in
the first place. Have we | earned not hi ng?

W' re not agai nst nedical isotopes.
We know —we just know that there's no need for
nmedi cal isotopes. There's no identified need. Dr.
Janet Erie of the University of Washington, who's
the chief head of the nuclear nedicine departnent,
has said that there's never a problemwth getting
nucl ear —with getting nedical isotopes. And the
irony of a facility that causes cancer justifying
its existence by allegedly treating cancer is
bl atantly of fensive.

Hanford i s supposed to be in cleanup
node, and it should be a | aboratory of cleanup;
that's exactly what its m ssion should be.
Fundanmental | y, the whol e character of Hanford w ||
be changed if FFTF is restarted. Mre secrecy wll
be inherent to the nature of the process. And the
Depart ment of Energy and Hanford contractors have
evi denced only a consistent inability to be

unaccountable to the —inability to be accountable
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to the public, and to neet their |egal obligations
as they even extend —extend today. There needs to
be a cl eanup m ssion, not a production m ssion.

Thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you.

I"mgoing to go to the center aisle a
coupl e of tines here because |'ve ignored everybody
in the center. Sir, here with the yellowtie —or
yeah; thanks. Two yellow ties out there? No?
kay. kay, thanks. Yes, sir.

MR. EVAN KANTER: No, only ne.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thanks. Yes,

STATEMENT OF EVAN KANTER
WASHI NGTON PHYSI CI ANS FOR SOCI AL RESPONSI BI LI TY
MR. EVAN KANTER:. M nane is Evan
Kanter, and |I'mrepresenting the organization
Washi ngt on Physicians for Social Responsibility.
" mthe incom ng president of that organization.
As a physician, nmy singular interest
here today is to protect the public health. The
Hanf ord Nucl ear Reservation is the nost highly
contam nated nuclear site in the Wstern world
threatening the public and environnental health of

the Northwest. Permanently shutting down the FFTF
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is part of the legally binding 1989 Tri-Party
Agreenent between the U.S. Departnent of Ecol ogy,
the Environnmental Protection Agency, and the
Washi ngton State Departnent of Ecol ogy.

The Washi ngt on Departnent of Ecol ogy,
in a Decenber 1998 letter to the U S. DOE, has nade
clear that, quote, "Generation of any additional
liquid reprocessing wastes at Hanford is
unaccept abl e, when we do not have any capacity to
safely store, retrieve, and stabilize mllions of
gal l ons of | egacy wastes.” Restarting the FFTF
woul d produce new hi gh-1evel radioactive waste
streans at the Hanford Nucl ear Reservation.

| ask you to recall the terrifying
recent nuclear accident in Tokainmura, Japan, where
hundreds of Japanese workers and famlies were
exposed to high levels of radiation. Many of the
possibilities that are suggested in this EI'S would
require a very simlar process with the restart of
FFTF.

The Washi ngton State Medi cal
Associ ation, the Washi ngton Acadeny of Famly
Physi ci ans, and the national board of directors of
Physi ci ans for Social Responsibility have all passed
resol uti ons opposing the restart of the FFTF, and |

guote from one of these:
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"The Washi ngton Acadeny of Famly
Physi ci ans opposes the restart of the FFTF for any
production m ssion, and supports the urgent cleanup
m ssion of the Hanford Nucl ear Reservation as a
prescription for disaster prevention for generations
to cone."

This is the voice of your famly
physi ci an; think about that. What other interest
woul d your fam |y physician have, other than
protecting the public health?

Al'so, | nust say that | speak on
behal f of a Nobel prize-w nning physician's
or gani zati on, an organi zation that won the Nobel
prize largely for educating the public on nuclear
i ssues. Sone of the proponents of FFTF restart
t oni ght have spoken about a humanitarian m ssion
whi ch disturbs ne greatly. | think that these folks
need to come to us and get sone pointers, really.

The plan, the scoping plan, the plan
to restart the FFTF, is an affront to the public.

It is a desperate attenpt to come up with a m ssion
any mssion, for a facility that should be

considered a Cold War relic and be put to rest.
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The proposal to produce pl utonium 238
for the space program at FFTF is dangerous to public
health. Plutoniumis one of the nost toxic
subst ances known, and plutonium 238 is actually 300
times nore radioactive than the plutonium 239 that
was produced by Hanford for nucl ear weapons for half
a century. The proposal to produce plutonium 238
for the space programwould create nore waste
streans.

Ms. Colette Brown, herself, of the
O fice of Nuclear Energy, has stated publicly that,
guote, "Right now it is cheaper to buy fromthe
Russi ans than producing it donestically. Producing
it donestically will create a waste stream"”
unquote. That's froman interviewin the Seattle
Post-Intelligencer. Departnment of Energy officials
have al so said that they would not nmake pl utoni um
238 at FFTF unless the reactor were restarted for
sonme ot her purpose.

FFTF is al so not the appropriate
facility in which to make nedical isotopes. The
nmost authoritative source on the supply and denmand
of nmedical isotopes is the Institute of Medicine's
1995 report, "lsotopes for Medicine and the Life

Sciences.” This report dism sses the proposed use




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

96
of FFTF, a research reactor designed to test breeder
t echnol ogy, as inappropriate for produci ng nedi cal
i sotopes. A university-type research accel erator,

i ke the one that David Johnson described, would be
much better suited to produce both a greater variety
of isotopes and higher quality isotopes. The
Institute of Medicine report concludes that an
accelerator facility at the University of M ssour
woul d be nmuch nore appropriate if it were to be
retool ed for medical isotopes production. That
woul d be the nost appropriate facility, or else the
consideration of building a new facility.

Wi | e Physicians for Soci al
Responsibility clearly, fully supports the use of
nmedi cal isotopes for research and therapy; it is
appalling to me that a programthat will increase
the risk of cancer is touted as helping to cure
cancer .

DCE' s own internal docunents suggest
a significant and unacceptable risk of |arge-scale
radi ati on and sodi umcool ant release fromthis
facility requiring the evacuati on of people and
interdictions of crops and animal products in

east ern Washi ngt on.
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Restarting the FFTF woul d al so
require transporting highly enriched urani um or
pl utonium fuel to Hanford, again the sane type of
fuel fabricated in Tokaimura, Japan. This would
increase the threat of disastrous train or truck
accidents in our region.

The cl eanup problens at Hanford are
i Mmense. One-third of all the nuclear waste tanks
at Hanford are already | eaking. Radioactive
mat eri al s have reached the groundwater that flows
into the Colunmbia River. Two years ago, there was a
serious explosion in one of these tanks. Recently,
there was an alarm ng report of unanticipated
corrosion in the walls of the new doubl e-wal | ed
t anks.

And finally, the increased risk of
restarting the FFTF is happening right now, every
day. Because the tinme and attention we are paying
now to restarting a reactor is diverting attention
away fromthe only | egal and responsible Hanford
m ssi on: environnental cleanup.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. (Ckay, thanks.

The gentleman right here in the —
gentleman right here. Yes, sir. Yes, I'll goto

the mddle a couple of tinmes here. Thank you.
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STATEMENT OF LES DAVENPORT

MR. LES DAVENPORT: Thank you. |'m
Les Davenport from Ri chl and, Washington, and | do
support restart of the FFTF reactor.

In particular, the programatic
envi ronnment al i npact statenment must consider needed
capacity for isotope production for the next thirty-
five years. Thirty-five years, |adies and
gentlemen. And currently we have two reactors: the
Hi gh Flux |sotope Reactor at Oak Ridge, and the
Advanced Test Reactor at |ldaho Falls that have
capability to produce nedical or industrial
isotopes. And if we utilized both of those, we
woul d barely have enough to do the current keeping
up with the need for nedical and industri al
i sotopes, and it woul d di spl ace ot her DCE prograns
that are inportant to the national well-being.

Purchasing Pu-238 fromRussia is a
great idea, except that, as you know, they don't
have the nbst stable system And although an
agreenent for a five-year extension has been
negotiated to buy Pu-238 for about a mllion dollars
a —yes, amllion dollars a pound, it's estimted

2 mllion dollars per kilogram do we want to depend
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on an unstable nation that nay or may not want to
sell us Pu-238 if we don't have assured capability
within the United States?

We have to consider the use of the
FFTF in terns of devel opi ng nedi cal isotopes. And
this reactor is the only facility that's a
sodi um cool ed fast-breeder reactor in the United
States that can produce these isotopes, whether
you' re tal king about the medical or industrial
i sotopes. You can tailor the energy of the neutrons
in the Fast Flux Test Reactor so that they can
produce the isotopes at the —at the optimm
guantity. Because we can both produce a fast
neutron spectrum and sl ow t he neutrons down through
epithermal, and if we want, we could reduce the
energy of those neutrons to thermal. Thermal isn't
the best way to do it; but the epithermal and fast
neutrons are uniquely available at the FFTF in
reactors. And if we consider the possibilities of
produci ng these required isotopes, an accel erator
may be a very good way to produce them

But 1’ ve, also, gone through the
budgeti ng process for DOE for current fiscal year
1999 and al so 2000 and —excuse ne; 2000 is the

current fiscal year; 2001 is the upcomng. And it
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is the congressional problemin funding Hanford
cl eanup that's the problem The agreenment —Tri -
Party Agreenent mlestones can be net if we get
adequat e congressional funding. It's not a problem
of too few trained and qualified people; it's the
noney to do the work. And if everyone helps to
contact our congressional representatives, we may be
able to solve this problem If you' re |ooking at
cl eaning up along the river corridor, the 2001
budget is essentially a shutdown budget for Bechtel
Corporation. Do you want that? That's a
congressi onal problem

THE FACI LI TATOR Thirty seconds.

MR. LES DAVENPCORT: Think of witing
your congressional representative.

Also in the PEI'S, we nust consider
the fastest way to nake a decision. The FFTF has
been on standby since 1995, and it's costing us 30
to 40 mllion dollars a year to keep it in standby.
| recognize that this is a decision problemwth the
Secretary of Energy; but, it's a problemthat is
t aki ng DOE noney, and sonet hi ng nust be done to get
this decision through and deci de what way we're
going to go to proceed so that we can produce the

medi cal and industrial isotopes and the
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pl utonium 238 to fulfill the civilian m ssions that
DCE is required to support.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.
You have a copy of yours?

THE REPORTER: | have one.

MR. LES DAVENPCORT: | did give hima
copy.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you; appreciate it. Thank you; appreciate it.

W're going to go all the way to the
back, to the lady in the very back there with the
bl ue and brown —nma' an? Yes. Thank you. Sure,
it's a long wal k up here; appreciate it.

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'minpressed by so
many of the speakers' know edge and articul ation.
And |I'mrepresenting the cormon fol k who have tried
to be wat chdoggers through the years.

My comrents are not necessarily
opposi ng the devel opnment of isotopes because | am
not that know edgeable. M coments will deal,
then, with the Hanford Reservation.

" maware of a study done in 1983 by
Westing- —a private environnental group at the

request of EPA. It was silenced by DOE. But | do
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know they had already said at that tinme the water
tabl e was probably being affected.

The problem of pointing that out is,
not hi ng was done until Chernobyl blewin '86 to
poi nt out that the nuclear reactor was simlar in
construction.

| have been on the Hanford
Reservation, and it's very hel pful to have been
there. But I'maware that the DOE is far nore open
at this point. | will have to commend Secretary
Ri chardson for trying to pronote a nuch greater
openness. Because this has been very frustrating
for those of us who try to be —in ny case as an
educator, to help the students I work with and have
wor ked with, to be know edgeable. And we coul dn't
get adequate information.

Now, havi ng been on the reservation,
| understand where the |ocations are. And the FFTF
is further down, closer to the mddle, and to the
east of it is the WPPSS plant. [It's a beautiful
facility; Westinghouse was running it at the tine
when | was there in 1988. Then a little further
south would be the Westing- —at the border is the
West i nghouse. Now, they've gone through a | ot of
probl ens, overspending and a few ot her problens;

that history we're not bringing up here.
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Now, when we're tal king about the
cl eanup —and the term nol ogy that the physician —
"1l have to get used to saying that, "disaster
prevention" —is on the river, that peninsula. But
there is some vagueness related to even the |ocation
of FFTF. And | understand that there's evidently a
policy that we don't get a map in this material. So
| think we need to ask for a little further
clarification from DOE on sone very precise
information. That makes it easier for those of us
who want to be know edgeabl e and sane about our
approach to be nore hel pful and to accept —aside
for the isotope dilema; | wish | knew nore about
how to solve that. |If the FFTF is not near a mmjor
cl eanup problem —but it is on the plunme that was
referred to, the Two-Dam plune, but it wouldn't
necessarily affect the devel opnent.

But this is ny other corment: having
been famliar with educators in Richland even before
1980, we couldn't even tal k about the problem who
taught there. Then in '88 we could talk a little
bit about it; but there was a big public relations
totry to keep the thing going. Many people at that
time were there fromthe begi nning, and peopl e that

live in Richland. It's part of a culture, and |
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don't nmean this negatively. But it does inpact the
di fference of how we have to talk to the persons
nore inpacted by the renoval or the shutdowns. And
| enpat hize, but I think we've got to have a | ot
nore openness.

| would say that in the interva
since '88, the anpunt of noney that has been wasted
—I1'"ve been at hearings. Sone of us were probably
at one a few years ago at a hotel downtown. The DOE
was apparently not open; the EPA was. That's what
we're asking for, that there be even nore openness
about the facility itself, what would happen if they
have it there in relation to the cleanup issue, so
if the DCE could be encouraged further to be totally
open, | think we will find nmuch nore sane responses
to acceptance or rejection.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Yes, ma'am right here. We'Ill do
this one, and we're about -- yeah, cone on up.
W're fifteen m nutes past the published tine.
We'll —I1'Il take an inventory of how many people
have yet to comrent, and we'll take another
five-mnute break and charge ahead with getting
t hrough as many as we can after that for a | ong

time, so —Yes, ma'am Thank you.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

105
STATEMENT OF CAROL WOODS
SI ERRA CLUB, CASCADE CHAPTER

M5. CAROL WOODS: Ckay. M nane is
Carol Wods, and |'ma Hanford activist with the
Cascade Chapter of the Sierra Cub

THE FACI LI TATOR |I'msorry; could
you give us your |ast nane again? |'msorry.

M5. CAROL WOODS: Wods, Wo-o-d-s.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

M5. CAROL WOODS: First off, | would
like to just respond a bit to the pictures of the
boy up front. | don't think there is anybody here
who woul d want that boy not to have every possible
medi cal help that he could. |It's not that we don't
want himto have the help; it's that we don't want
t he probl ens caused by Hanford, the possible
accidents and the leaking into the Colunbia R ver,
to cause nore children to becone sick |ike that.

| want to talk a little about --
well, one little detail first. | have here the
Battelle report on the Hanford site. And on page
4-30 it lists some things that are com ng out of
riverbank streans on the Colunbia River, and it
mentions tritium strontium 90, technetium 99,

i odi ne-129, uranium 234, -235, -238, a bunch of

metal s including chromiumand a bunch of anilines.
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Now, we know that chromumis very
toxic to young salnon, but for the tritium
strontium 90, et cetera, | don't believe there are
studies of the effects of these materials, these
el enents, on devel oping salnon. And | think that
it's inmportant that those studies happen.

Finally, though, back to the FFTF,
many people love this place dearly. It's very, very
special. W have things |ike old-gromh forest, we
have orcas and bal d eagl es around the Sound, we have
pristine | akes and rivers, and a | ot of us |ove that
very, very nmuch. And against this backdrop, the
Department of Energy is using the Colunbia R ver as
a nucl ear septic system | sinply want to say,

“That is not okay.”

And | just could reiterate what
peopl e have said so nuch before: we just want you
to keep your promses in the Tri-Party Agreenent
about cleanup. This is very sinple.

We don't want noney diverted from
envi ronnment al managenent to nuclear energy. |
understand this has happened. 1've seen DOE e-nuails
sayi ng FFTF can restart because $31.1 mllion of
EM noney, which is environnental nmanagenment, is now

in NE noney, nuclear energy noney. | take that to
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mean that the clains that noney has not been
diverted is false. | nust conclude that. And that
i s not okay.

Let's see. I'mgoing to skip on to a
second subject, and this is just ne tal ki ng now,
this is not The Sierra Cub

But all that has gone on since the
"40s at Hanford has been justified in the nanme of
national defense. And |I'mgoing to question that.
The assunption is that creating nore and nore
nucl ear weapons will make us safer. It seens to ne,
absol utely obvious, that as long as we continue to
do this, we are going to encourage other countries
to join the nuclear club. And many of themw Il be
unstabl e countries. And the nore that happens, the
nore easy it will be for terrorists to get a hold of
ei t her nucl ear weapons, or at |east nuclear
materials that could be spread around a place |ike
Washi ngton, D.C. —shut the place dowmn. Now, this
seens so easy; |'mamazed it hasn't already
happened.

At the sane tinme, these very nucl ear
weapons woul d be absol utely usel ess, both for
def ense agai nst such an attack and for retaliation.

There woul d be nothing we could do in response. And
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this is so obvious to me, | have to assune it is
obvi ous to sonmeone |ike Osama bin Laden. And
frankly, I'mafraid: | think | am being set up, and
|"mvery, very concerned. So | want to chall enge
the assunption that it is —that all this
contam nation of our state and the Colunbia River is
justified because of national security.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

|"mgoing to take —take one nore, |
think. The gentl eman back here in the blue shirt,
if you could, you —thanks. Now I'mgoing to
switch. Nowl'mgoing to start this way and back
t hat way, so —okay.

STATEMENT OF PAT SCHWEI GER

MR. PAT SCHWEICGER: [I'mgoing to try
to set a new standard by going short; | don't want
to stay here too | ate.

| want to say that |'m Pat Schwei ger,
a citizen of Washington state, and |I've worked at
FFTF like the fine gentleman here. |'m not
presently enpl oyed at that site.

| wanted to say to Shane and Col ette,
thanks for listening to all this tonight. | can see
that you're listening to both sides; | really

appreci ate that.
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|'ve been on the Internet, and |'ve
noticed that in Australia, they're struggling with
the sane issues that we're struggling with tonight.
They' ve got a reactor down there that's creating
nmedi cal isotopes, and they're debating whether they
shoul d use an accel erator or should they use a
reactor. And if | read it correctly, they' re doing
both which is interesting.

| guess | want to see the U S. |ead
t he devel opnment of nedical isotopes. And |'ve seen
the capabilities of FFTF. | don't see how we could
possi bly have a thirty-five-year m ssion and not run
that facility as part of that plan.

So that's ny input to the PEIS. And
t hanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you.

We're going to take a break til
9: 30, about seven or eight mnutes from now.
Restroons —you know where they are. W have the
roomfor a while. How many people still want to
comment? We're running about ten to twelve an hour.
Two, four, six, eight, ten, twelve, fourteen,
si xteen, eighteen, twenty-two, twenty-four —well,

get some coffee. Thanks.
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(Recess, 9:21 p.m wuntil 9:36 p.m)

THE FACI LI TATOR. W' || get started.

We've had a few people who had to
| eave or catch a bus or whatever, have handed in
their comments. So if you're going to listen for a
little bit and you have prepared comments, we do
have an opportunity to take those witten comments
here. W're going to start back in the back of the
room and |I'mgoing to get this young gentl eman
right here in the blue, with the —yeah, right.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: Let's hear it for
t hose of us who are under thirty.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Under-thirty?

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | nyself am not an
activist; | sinply nmake deci sions based on the
information that | have. 1've joined Heart of

America Northwest sinply because | believe what they
are doing is correct. | ama citizen; | ama
taxpayer; and | ama voter; and these are ny

beliefs comng from ne.

What | think needs to be done before
| can even begin to think about supporting the FFTF
reactor is four things. And nost of them have
al ready been covered; | just want to make sure that

you hear what | think.
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The first thing that needs to happen
is a full, honest look into alternatives which
have seen com ng fromthe plans that have been put
forth. And this really needs to be investigated.
recogni ze the need for cancer relief and for the
nmedi cal isotopes; but, | don't believe that the FFTF
reactor is the best way to produce these things.

| believe that there needs to be a
budget overview. W heard from rmany people on the
budget shortfalls and the m sdirected funds of the
Hanford site. | believe that —do we need nore
noney for the Hanford site for the cleanup, for the
production, and for the sustaining of the reactor in
its place? |If that noney is needed, then we need to
get it. If no nore noney is comng, then we need to
focus on the problens that are present now. W need
to focus on the problem of the cleanup. W already
have a problemto solve. 1It's the cleanup; it's the
reactors; it's the leaks; and it's the tanks. |If
you need nore noney, and you're not going to get it,
then you need to focus on the problens that you
have, not the problens that you are going to have
Wi th sustaining a new reactor and keeping it

runni ng.
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The other thing you need to focus on,
and this is the nost inportant, is the cleanup. You
have waste in the groundwater, in the |oca
ecology. This kind of thing has been docunent ed.
It has been seen in studies. No nore study. You
could put nore studies out; but no nore needs to be
done to tell you that this is already happening.
You have tank contai nnent problens with tanks
over heating, overflow ng, and corrodi ng cl ean
t hrough. These probl ens need to be sol ved
i medi ately. Aside fromstarting the FFTF reactor,
you need to focus on these problens.

Hanford is run by the governnent, by
t he Departnent of Energy. The governnment makes the
laws. The | aws say that Hanford needs to be cl eaned
up. Hanford blatantly disobeys this. It seens to
me that the governnent is operating above the | aw
because it can. Wat needs to happen is that
Hanford needs to obey the | aws that we need to obey.
If I have to obey the speed |imt, Hanford needs to
cl ean up. Those are the | aws the governnent nakes
and everybody needs to obey them including you.
Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

"Il nove over to this side, then
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we'll come back to the mddle. M am in the blue
—yeah, sure. |I'msorry —no, go ahead. No, go
ahead. That's fine; go ahead here, sure.

STATEMENT OF BARBARA CEPEDA

MS. BARBARA CEPEDA: | am Barbara
Cepeda, and | live in Seattle, but | lived in
Richland. MW nother worked at —for GE. And |
heard her every night during high school conplaining
about how they weren't allowed to follow the rules.
And Russ Kni ght was one of the whistle-blowers then,
but he didn't get in the paper. He was the only one
of the managers there that tried to protect the
people at the |lowest level, to follow the rules, and
he had to fight top nanagenent.

And | al so happened to live for a
year as a housekeeper in the house of the guy who
got the contract to design the structural steel for
Hanford. He was the best structural steel guy,
consultant, in the state of Washington. | put this
on the record before, but | think this is an
i ndi cati on of how we cannot trust our own country
and our own corporations to do what they say they're
doing as far as cleanup. He was a very conservative
person, Sig lverson. He's dead now, but he did the

design for —he did the structural steel design for
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the Husky Stadium first one. He was hired because
he was the best one in the state. And he was very
angry because as a conservative and a friend of the
big industrialists in the city —they took his
design and cut it in half. |In other words, they
hired the best engineer they could, and then didn't
take his specifications.

And what | would like to do is --
just very quickly, is say that we've got to put on
the record an objective baseline in a mcro-way, not
just a mcro-way by having those test wells
everywhere. W need to get the international atomc
energy agency to nonitor this. W need sonebody who
isn't making noney by fouling up the system W
have got a very bad -- it's |like designing an
electric circuit with a |ot of feedback, but you do
not have a clean systemthat doesn't —we create
noi se, but we don't have a clean signal. And we
won't get it until we have sonebody that's totally
out si de the noney-maki ng aspect of not doi ng what
they say they're doing. PR is not going to do it.

And I'd just like to put on the
record the fact that none of the above proposals do
what we need to do, and that is clean up. And from
your previous EISs on —this is docunment DOE/ ElI S

0222D, revised draft of Hanford renedi al action. And
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this is just a docunent that stated the area where
you're going to be running the Fast Flux Reactor,
the maps where all the contami nation is right now
At page 4-24 —these should go in your record.

It's on the Quincy Sands, so that that shows where
the —let's see, the plumes —I don't know, | don't
want to take nore tinme now But | would say that
you should include all the —all of the maps that
are n this docunent that show the contam nation as
it exists now in your proposals to put further
contam nation at that site including the chinook
sal non that go through there and the —then on page
—okay. Particularly —it's niceit's alittle
red dot here, 400. That would be —this is page
4-113 of the docunent cited. And the distribution
of radi onuclides of concern in groundwater wthin
the Hanford site, 4-116. And then there's a bunch
of pages in here which I've just lost that talk
about all of the contam nation that exists now at
that site, and how dangerous it is and how t hey
aren't able to contain it now So | would suggest
that you use your own EISs and include the rel evant

data in this EIS.
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

We'll go all the way back against the
wal |, since |I've mssed —oh, |I'msorry; when
conme back there, you're next. Sorry; ny fault.
Conme over to this mke.

STATEMENT OF DARRELL FI SHER

MR. DARRELL FI SHER: Thank you very
much. M nanme is Dr. Darrell Fisher. 1'ma nedica
physi ci st, a menber of the Society of Nuclear
Medi ci ne and the Heal th Physics Society.

| can agree with the commenters, nost
of you, who would like to see the cleanup to
continue, but that is really a separate issue and a
separate budget. And we can do both

My work involves the design of new
radi oactive drugs for diagnostic and therapeutic
pur poses. The biggest problemthat we have is that
t he nedi cal isotopes that we need are not avail abl e.
| try to purchase isotopes quite a fewtines a year,
and can't get them | would like to see the
Depart ment of Energy nove nore quickly toward
getting the FFTF restarted so that we can do the
research that we need to do. |Isotope availability

is a huge problem
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One of ny col |l eagues, Dr. Janet Erie,
has made a statenent that we don't need additi onal
i odi ne-131 —i odi ne-131, which is the isotope she
uses. But she doesn't say we don't need the
research isotopes that many researchers are trying
to devel op and use, and | think she's been m squoted
many tines on that. She's a colleague that | work
with on some studies up here in Seattle.

Dr. Tronbold so eloquently said that
there are cleaner, nore efficient ways to make
nmedi cal isotopes. Unfortunately, the physics don't
allow us to use these other nethods to nmake the
i sotopes that | need in my work, and they're quite a
—there's a long list, perhaps twelve or fifteen,
that can only be nade using the reactor physics
characteristics that the FFTF is capable of. And we
just can't nake these anywhere else. [If we could,
| "' m sure sonebody would, but it's just not possible
due to the physics.

The FFTF is kind of unique; it has a
hi gh flux, high energy, a spectrumthat can be
tailored to produce isotopes. It has a |large core.
The Institute of Medicine did not report —back in
1993 did not say that FFTF was not a good source of

medi cal isotopes. It said that -- it did give
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preference to the University of M ssouri because
the University of M ssouri reactor needed sone
funding. Unfortunately, that reactor is really very
small. It can't make the kind of isotopes that |
need in the quantities that we project wll be
needed in the future. But we are trying to work
with the University of Mssouri because they don't
have hot cells; Hanford does. They can't nake
targets or process targets; Hanford could do that.
So we're trying to work with the University of
M ssouri toward that goal

Dr. Tronbold tal ked about disaster
prevention, and that's the last thing I'd like to
say about FFTF. |If there's going to be reactors on
this planet, then you would want it to be like the
FFTF. Among all the reactors that have ever been
built, this is the only reactor that is really very,
very safe. Essentially no em ssions, essentially no
radi ati on exposures to workers. It has never | eaked
to the ground. It has -- it doesn't |eak
radi oactive materials into the atnosphere, and you
can see that fromthe Hanford environnental
nmonitoring reports. Everything is contained. |It's
a |l ow pressure system —very, very safe. |If you're

going to have reactors for any purpose, that's the
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one you want to keep. |It's got all the capabilities
that we need. And with about a $2 billion
investment and a $600 million bill to take it down
and clean it up, it's a lot cheaper, actually, to
run it. The bad thing is to put it on standby year
after year and do nothing with it, at a cost of —
it costs about $30 million a year because of the
Federal regulations that apply to it, just to keep
it doing nothing. And that's where the noney is
bei ng wast ed.

THE FACI LI TATOR: One m nute.

MR DARRELL FISHER It doesn't use
the sane fuel as at Tokaimura. That's really a
m sst at enent .

There is no 30 percent risk of an
agricultural nightmare; that's a conplete fal sehood
that Heart of Anerica Northwest has propagat ed.
There is no scientific basis for that. 1've read
the reports.

As far as the fact that safe
procedures aren't followed at Hanford, |I'ma
scientist with Pacific Northwest Nationa
Laboratory, and | can tell you that the safety
requi renents are so strict, we hardly can get our

work done. Since | work with radi oactive materials
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in the |aboratory and try to design new drugs, do
ani mal experinents, |I'munder all the requirenents.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Fifteen seconds.

MR. DARRELL FI SHER: And they are
very, very strict. There just is no goofing around
on that issue because | have to obey them

My time is short, but |I would plead
for understanding. |f any of you would like further
information —I don't work at FFTF, but | would
sure be happy to help provide further information.

Thank you very much

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

|"mgoing to go over here to the

person | mssed. I'mgoing to go to her first, and
then 1'll conme to you, and then I'"mgoing to cone to
the mddle. Hows that? So one, two, then I'Il go

to the mddle. Sorry |I mssed you earlier; that was
—never call on just blue, right? GCkay.
STATEMENT OF TAMARA TRAVERS
M5. TAMARA TRAVERS: That's fine. W
name is Tamara Travers, and | live here in Seattle.
| also work at Heart of Anmerica Northwest, but I'm

speaki ng on ny own behal f here.
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| don't think that any of us are
saying that we're -- that we're against curing
cancer, that we're against curing cancer for
children, and that —if people need these isotopes,
t hey should have them | think what a |ot of us are
saying is that FFTF is not a good place to do it.
As you've —we already have 60 percent of the
nati on's nucl ear waste out at Hanford. 68, as it's
been —I'mreiterating: 68 of the 177 tanks are
| eaking already into the groundwater. And as we
have seen in June, | think it was, they actually
found strontium 90 and chrom um on the banks of the
Colunbia River. And also, | think it was two weeks
ago, there was a big article in the Seattle P-I
about -- it was titled "Nuclear Bl ob G ows at
Hanford, " about one of the tanks which has been
grow ng, and is going to be growi ng out of the tank
soon. That is 69 tanks that are | eaking. W have
no nore room W have no roomto add all this extra
waste to the tanks, when we have so nuch of this is
al ready | eaking into the groundwater.

Producing -- restarting the FFTF
reactor —as you said, we have a six-year supply of
fuel for that. If you —and if it's going to be

running for thirty-five years, if | can do ny math
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right, that's twenty-nine years where you have to
find fuel from sone other way. Processing plutonium
creates liquid high-level nuclear waste. And it
woul d sl ow the enptying of the tanks so that 90
percent of the tanks —of the waste will still be
in the tanks by 2018.

Too —with this programmatic EIS,
you nust disclose all the harmand the risks of the
cl eanup that we're actually tal king about here.
Thirty-two mllion dollars a year has basically cone
out of the environnmental nanagenment budget and gone
into the nuclear energy budget. And that 30 mllion
—$32 million a year is greatly needed in the
cl eanup program and needs to basically go back to
the cleanup program Restarting the FFTF will take
nore noney out of cleanup when we al ready have, as
|'ve reiterated, 68 out of 177 tanks that are
| eaki ng.

Basically, all what | amsaying is
that the FFTF reactor needs to be shut down.
Cl eanup needs to be at priority. And if we can't —
if we're having such a hard tinme dealing with the
wast e that we have, we should not be naking any nore

waste. Thank you very much
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THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

We'l|l conme here, then I'Il cone to
the m ddl e and nmake sure | do that, and then go to
the other side. W'Il take two fromthe mddle
after this.

STATEMENT OF FRED M LLER

MR FRED MLLER M nane is Fred
Mller.

Al so, like a |lot of other people,
support curing cancer. | think our main effort
shoul d be at preventing cancer; an ounce of
prevention is worth a pound of cure.

There i s sonmeone represented here who
does not support curing cancer; that's Senator Sl ade
Gorton. In the P-1 this norning, it was announced
that he had acted to cut hundreds of mllions of
dollars from Medicaid including a | ot of nedica
research noney. Not too |ong ago, he voted to give
t he Pentagon $7 billion that they hadn't asked for.
That's where his real priorities are.

|, also, have an article here from
the New York Tinmes from Cctober 18th. | quote from
page Al2: "Supervisors at a governnment nuclear fue

factory near Richland, Washi ngton, sonetines told

workers to ignore rules intended to prevent
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acci dental nucl ear reactions, according to an Energy
Department investigation.” Lying, inconpetence, and
greed has been the history, has been a key part of
the history of Hanford since its inception. As you
are witing the environnental inpact statenent, |
want you to consider the environnmental inpact of
peopl e who are lying, cheating, and stealing. There
is no way that you can create a nuclear reactor —
or for that matter, an autonobile —that is safe if
sonebody is deliberately msusing it. And we have,
not a small probability, but a |ikelihood that
t he people who are running the Fast Flux Test
Facility which nay be, as the gentleman earlier
said, an extrenely safe reactor —the peopl e who
are running it will turn it into sonmething else.

The history is there. The history from Rocky Fl ats,
from Fernald, fromLos Al anps, fromevery single
Department of Energy facility indicates that Hanford
is going to continue Hanfordizing with the Fast
Flux Test Facility.

| noticed one exanple of that this
evening. Mark Twain said that half of the truth is
all of alie. On the poster in back here titled

"Exanpl es of |sotopes and Their Uses,"” they |ist
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fourteen isotopes with twenty-six different uses.
None of themwere mlitary or national security-
rel at ed.

The bi ggest consuner of radioactive
material in the nationis the mlitary. The
mlitary m ssions have not been addressed in this.
You have said that there is no mlitary m ssion; but
in this docunent it says nunber three anong the
potential mssions of the restart, "The nation's
nucl ear research and devel opnent needs."” The
bi ggest consumer of research and devel opnent in
nucl ear fields is the Pentagon. The Pentagon w ||
certainly be using the Fast Flux Test Facility for
what ever purposes it feels is inportant for it. The
Depart ment of Energy's nucl ear weapons peopl e have
al ready proposed this. That should be brought out
and shoul d be addressed honestly.

The performance to date has been that
i nqui ri es about plutonium 238, about stockpile
st ewar dshi p uses, have been refused. The people
requesting that information have been told, "Wl
give it to you when you' ve got adequate security

cl earance. "
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The mlitary is also possibly a
source of plutonium238. Plutonium238 is the power
source for the electronics on nucl ear warheads. W
have di smantl ed many of our nucl ear warheads. The
batteries fromthose are sitting sonmeplace with
their Pu-238. NASA could be using that to nake up
their deficit in plutonium 238 needs. That's
anot her factor that should be considered in the
envi ronnment al i npact statenent.

One other way that the mlitary
m ssi ons has been sidetracked and hidden is talking
about NASA as a civilian agency. It is not; it is
gquasi-mlitary. Mny of its m ssions have a
mlitary purpose.

THE FACI LI TATOR Thirty seconds.

MR. FRED M LLER. Mbst of the space
shuttle mssions were mlitary in nature, and that
was a key part of getting the space shuttle funded.
Many of the mlitary spy satellites use plutonium
batteries.

| look at the governnment as a single
entity. If it has mlitary and civilian
pl ut oni um 238, those are only different bookkeeping

categories, not different ownership. It can sinply
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decide that civilian plutonium 238 tonmorrow i s
mlitary, or in the other direction, that surplus
mlitary plutonium?238 is civilian. That's a
significant, potentially very significant source of
addi tional plutonium 238 for civilian m ssions.

THE FACI LI TATOR: And that's five
m nutes. Ckay.

MR. FRED M LLER: Thank you for your

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.
Have to go back there and | ook --
yeah, thank you. And |I'mgoing to —thanks.
STATEMENT OF GARY TROYER
MR GARY TROYER |'m Gary Troyer
from Ri chl and, Washi ngt on.
I|"min favor of restarting the Fast
Flux Test Facility and support continuing the
advance of nedical isotopes research and production.
This facility, owned by the public,
shoul d be put to use for the benefit of its owners.
It was a proved —it has a proven record of safe
and diverse capability. |Its flexibility to produce
a variety of nedical isotopes, and in quantity, is

unpar al | el ed.
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It is noted —notable that the use
of nedical isotopes is expanding. This tool of
di agnosi s and treatnent of nedical nal adi es, ranging
fromarthritis to cancer, is growing rapidly. It is
not eworthy that these nethods are sufficiently
respected worl dwi de for investigators to garner
several Nobel prizes over the years. On
exam nation, seven of the |last ten Nobel awards in
medi ci ne woul d not have been achi eved w thout the
use of special nucl ear isotopes and associ at ed
nmet hods. The stinulation of basic investigation
into cures for nedical nmal adies has | ong been an
accepted part of our governnment resources. Restart
of the FFTF for the furtherance of |ower cost
nmedi cal diagnostic and treatnent nmethods can enhance
this effort. Use of the FFTF has significant

potential to inprove health and save lives; it nust

be used.
Thank you.
THE FACI LI TATOR  Thank you. Thanks.
Al right.
STATEMENT OF DAVI D McGRAW
MR. DAVID MGRAW Hi . Good evening.
My name is David McGraw. |'ma resident of Seattle.

|"mhere on my owmn behalf. 1've got five different
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points that | would |ike to make tonight as briefly
as | possibly can.

First of all is, what the hell are
you thinking wanting to produce nore waste at
Hanford? And did | actually hear sonebody say that
a restart won't cause nore waste at this facility?
| thought that every time you use a nucl ear
facility, it causes waste. | just think that that's
the way it goes.

Fromwhat |1've read, there's already
2- to 300 billion gallons of waste in the ground
that cannot be contained at this point. | read in a
newspaper article that soneone figured out that
that's a | ake the size of Manhattan Island, forty
feet deep. Now, Manhattan Island is approximtely
thirteen mles long and three to four mles wde.
And it's —obviously, waste is being added to that
all the tine.

The water —the waste in the ground,
groundwater is just now starting to reach the
Colunbia River in the formof tritium Tritiumis
basically nothing conpared to what will be there in
the next ten years. |If nothing is done to stop the
waste that is going to enter the Col unbia River,

that river is, at best, a dead river within a




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

130

hundred years. At best, a dead river. Now, |
woul dn't personally want to be drinking any water or
have ny crops irrigated with that water. | guess if
you don't have a choice, you don't have a choi ce.

What about the safety of the people
inthe Tri-Cties? Wat about the safety of the
people in Seattle where the waste is going to be
transported? | don't believe that Hanford or the
peopl e who run it have shown thenselves to be very
capabl e of responsi bl e waste managenent. So ny
nunber one point is: “Wat the hell are you
t hi nki ng?”

Nunber two: What about the Tri-Party
Agreenment? | think that's basically enough said. |
think we've been fooled by that one. And in fact, |
actually read the Tri-Party Agreenment when | was
doi ng research on Hanford, and just about every
si ngl e page has sonet hi ng about public invol venent
and environnmental protection: "public involvenent

and environnental protection,” flip the page,
"public invol verrent and environnental protection,”
and then a little sentence that says that the DOE
reserves the right to use this facility for whatever

it wants, and then it continues on with

"“environnental protection and public invol venent."




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

131

Third point after the TPA: W're
not stupid. | personally believe that nedical
i sotopes is basically a scam | think the nedical
i sot opes probably woul d be produced. But at best,

t he i sotopes produced by Hanford are controversial;
it's not a definite thing.

| really agree with the man who spoke
before about the mlitary plans. | would really
like to know what the mlitary plans are. | don't
personal ly believe that the mlitary won't be using
any products that come out of Hanford. | think
that's BS.

Were are the safety risks? |
haven't heard anything about safety risks com ng
fromany officials so far.

Fourth point is that: W are an
intelligent, inforned, and united public; and we
wWill unite to stop this from happening. | don't
believe that the public is the problem W are here
to protect ourselves. W're here to protect people
fromgetting cancer. That's why we're opposed to
any nore waste.

We' re not opposed to nedical isotope
production. Believe nme, I'mfrom New Jersey; |
think it's considered one of the npst toxic states

in the entire country. 1've had —is it not?
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nmean, |'ve had famly nenbers and best friends who
have been cancer patients, survivors and who have
died. | believe that New Jersey has such a high
risk, high rate of cancer and asthma and ot her
di seases because of how toxic and polluted it is.
| believe Hanford and the Hanford area has such a
hi gh concentrati on of medi cal problens and cancers
and what not because of the production that's been
going on there for the last forty-sone years.

| would like to say to the nenbers of
the public who are here in support of FFTF as a
medi cal isotope producer, I'mafraid that —I just
want you to be careful not to get used by the
different —by the Departnent of Energy or by the
Tri-Cities Business Council or whatever economc —
what ever peopl e have econonmic interests in this
thing. | think that they need your support.

| want to read a quote that cones
froma nmenber of the AMS which was a private
busi ness that was trying to use Hanford for tritium
The quote is:

"Focus all PR efforts on the
humani tarian m ssion,"” quote/unquote, "of the FFTF,
nmedi cal isotopes and materials for research. Do not
menti on any proposals for increasing reactor

activity. The humanitarian m ssion nust be
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hi ghl i ghted and exploited to the maxi mum"

Exploited to the maxi mum Now, nmny
guestion is, “Wo do you trust?” The public who is
here to protect ourselves, or the governnent and
busi ness interests who are there to protect
t hensel ves?

Thank you very much

THE FACI LI TATOR  Yes.

STATEMENT OF NANCY RI SI NG
PEACE ACTI ON WASHI NGTON

M5. NANCY RI SING Good evening. M
name is Nancy Rising. | amthe president of Peace
Action Washington, and I amon the national board of
Peace Action which is a national organization. 1In
the state of Washi ngton, we represent over 16, 000
househol ds.

This is not a wonderful tinme. W
felt very, very strongly of the need to pass the
Conpr ehensi ve Test Ban Treaty, and we all know what
happened there. Now here we are again. And |'m
very sad tonight for a variety of reasons.

| did have a —1 did have witten
testinmony. | did not bring it because it's pretty
much the sanme as it was last tine, and so naybe you

can just whip out the last hearings. W're talking
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about simlar things. 1In the last hearing, that
statenent that the gentlenman tal ked about, about
"enphasi ze the humani tari an aspects of the

i sotopes," certainly was evident. But what came out
was, basically, what we wanted was tritium And it
woul d take about twenty-five years before —twenty
to twenty-five years before any isotopes were
produced, and yet that's pretty nmuch all we tal ked
about .

|"mvery sad toni ght because we —
this seens to be such a —I don't know, you can
call it a scam a fig |l eaf or whatever, as to what
the real issues are: "W want to nake pl utonium
folks, and if we can get all these people talking
about isotopes, it will sound so good."

| truly believe that the people here
from Hanford want to do good things. | don't think
it's these people that have created the incredible
climate of mstrust that we have in this state for
Hanford. And when you tal k about culture and you
talk about climate, | think it is very inportant to
take a | ook at that.

Senator Corton tal ked about

environnmental extrem sts. Well, boy, there's a |ot

of us. | certainly am | guess, in his —in his
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category, and probably all of us here tonight that
are concerned. But the people that tried so |ong
and so hard to find out what had been happening in
Hanford were certainly called environnmental
extrem sts. And Hazel O Leary, bless her heart,
just before she left, opened up a |ot of the
records for which we are very thankful, and for
whi ch we found out some dreadful things had
happened. The "green run" of radioactive iodine
wasn't a mstake and it wasn't an accident. It was
a cynical ploy to find out what happens when you
rel ease that into the community. And we're finding
out just what it was, even though the study that
showed a huge nunber of thyroid problens and cancers
the study said wasn't significant, and then
everyt hing bl ew up, and now they're reconsi dering
that. The vicious, egregious experinents that were
done on people —we know of Tuskegee and what
happened there, but we're now just finding out the
horrible, horrible experinents that were done on
i nnocent people that really didn't know what was
goi ng to happen. Those things were done. Now, you
put that in a context and you wonder why we are not
this trenendously trusting public any nore.

And the gentleman said that this is a
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different issue than cleanup. Well, perhaps it is,
but it's certainly linked. It will be brought to
you by the sane fine folks that aren't doing the
cl eanup, that have gone back on their word, that
cannot neet the mlestones. And when they can't
neet the m | estones, they just want to change them
| think it's probably possible that these good
t hi ngs could happen, but | think it's entirely
probabl e they won't. W have been lied to so
frequently. And you know, the thing is, we're
saying that there isn't enough noney for cleanup,
and it's a separate issue. There isn't enough noney
for cleanup, but we can find noney to do this?

The prom se was that we were going to
cl ean up, and certainly the waste going into the
Colunmbia River. And you know, so the point is, we
will do what we want to do, and what we want to
really do is make pl utonium

And it was nentioned, the space race
and this sort of thing. This sumrer, our
organi zati on had their national congress in
Al buquer que, and we heard a | ot about these things,
and we heard of what is loosely referred to as
"nukes in space" by people who have been studyi ng

t hese things very, very carefully. And basically,
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the U S. is bound and determ ned that we are going
to control space. And how do we do it? Well, part
of it is like Cassini. And you know, the
interesting thing was, people were concerned about
Cassi ni because there had been about three |aunches
of the exact sanme vehicle that had crashed. W were
very lucky Cassini did make it. But it's very
danger ous.

And so it seens to ne that, while I'm
sure you believe that this is only going to be for
civilian use, seeing as how everything else is
classified, it would be very sinple to just kind of
sidetrack some of this for —well, we could call it
—we could call it civilian use. After all if we
control space with our nukes, it's protecting the
civilians, right? So because it's all classified,
|"msorry, but they can do whatever they want.

And so | wish | could testify on
particul ar, you know, fine points, but | think
you' ve heard a good deal of that with excellent,
excel | ent testinony.

But pl ease understand, we have
absolutely no reason to be trustful. W would |ike
to be. This is our country; we care about it and we
love it. And | would hope that every six nonths we

don't have to cone down and do this. Maybe we
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should tape it and just —we could all —think of
how nmuch tinme we could save. |It's sort of like a
nonparty: just send in your noney, and you don't
have to go. Maybe we could just send out tapes and
we could say, "Yep, | listened to them and it's al
the sane.” So please do go back and take sone of
the information fromthe tritium hearings because
it's the sane stuff fol ks, and "What we really want
is plutonium and we don't want to deal with, you
know, what the DOE wants, and we" —it's nore fun
dealing with that than it is cleanup. But what
do we really need? C eanup

And | will |eave you with one
statenent that was, | think, quite telling in the
| ast hearing. A worman stood up, who was a
ki ndergarten teacher, and she said, "You know, |
don't know a whol e | ot about nucl ear power and al
t hese things, but I do know that the first thing
teach ny children when they cone into ny class is,
“You clean up the ness you got before you nake

anot her .’ Thank you.
THE FACI LI TATOR: Yes, sir?
STATEMENT OF BRI AN WATSON
CGROUND ZERO CENTER FOR NONVI OLENT ACTI ON

MR. BRI AN WATSON: Thank you for
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calling on ne. | have to take a ferry soon. M
name is Brian —ny nane is Brian Watson, and |I'm
speaki ng on behalf of the G ound Zero Center for
Nonvi ol ent Action. W are primarily concerned with
the Trident Nucl ear Submarine —Submari nes Base,
just a few mles west of here on Hood Canal.

And sonething that | would Iike
included in the environnmental inpact statenment is —
addresses just the potential mlitary uses for the
restart of FFTF. | think the nmedical isotope thing
is —just as this other gentleman said before, it's
a PReffort.

And last tine | was at a hearing |like
this, it was tritium And unfortunately, tritium
has basically one use, and that is to make hydrogen
bonmbs. And hydrogen bonbs have bad connotati ons
because they have mushroom cl ouds associated with
them and mass nmurder and genoci de. W renenber
Hi roshi ma and Nagasaki, as we should. So now
tritiumis off the nmenu; but, we're tal ki ng about
radi o- —radi oi sotopes, and that's a good thing for
curing cancer.

On a personal note, | grew up next to
Rocky Flats in Colorado. | was totally unaware, as

a child, of what was going on over the hill. |
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assuned that everything was okay, but it wasn't. In
fact, the year | was born, 1969, as you can read in
one of the recent issues of the Bulletin of Atomc
Scientists, is the day we al nost | ost Denver because
they had a fire where they were manufacturing
plutoniumpits. And these pits were, | guess,
pl utonium 239. [I'mnot a nucl ear engineer; | don't
know these things. But | do know that plutoniumis
extrenely, extrenely dangerous. |f you put water on
it, it could have a criticality. |If you let it
burn, who knows what coul d happen? That day, we
cane very close to a disaster in a very —a very
hi ghly densely popul ated area, Denver, ny honme. On
t hat day, radiation was rel eased.

| don't know if |I'mcarrying that
radiation in ny body right now | found a lunp in
one of ny testicles a few nonths ago. The doctors
told me it was nothing. It could be sonething. 1|'m
goi ng back. My brother had his | ynph node —sone
of his lynmph nodes in his neck —excuse ne; his
thyroid gl ands renoved when he was six years ol d.
Who knows what that's caused by? | know t hat
radi ati on goes right to the thyroid.

| don't think the proposal for

produci ng radi oactive isotopes is being really
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honest with the public, and frankly, | don't like
that. 1'mthe public, and I don't feel like I'm
being told the honest truth. | think the reason why
—the proposal to start FFTF again is sinply to
keep the nuclear mssion going in this country. And
as long as we keep the nuclear mssion going in one
formor another, we will have the capability to keep
produci ng nucl ear weapons. That's it.

On a final note, does anyone renenber
the Martian Explorer that crashed into Mars a few
weeks, nmonths ago? WelIl, Cassini could have done
the sane damm thing. And all you scientists, |
hope that you've got it straight. Oay? Al you
peopl e who are experts at this stuff, | hope you get
your figures straight, your mllineters and your
i nches. (Gkay? Because there's people down here who
don't know all the science, and we're trusting you.
But we've been lied to by you, and we are angry, and
we want it to stop. We don't want this reactor
restarted. W want it shut down. We want cl eanup
to proceed. No nore nuclear production, period.

That is all we want.

| know that you all have very good

intentions. Some of ny friends' parents, because

Rocky Flats was simlar to the Hanford area, you
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know, the main enployer -- ny friends' parents
wor ked at Rocky Flats. They were all told that
everyt hing was okay. W now know that that's not
true. Good intentions are only part of it. The
truth is that there are sone things that we just
don't know what we're dealing with, and that's what
sonme scientists have said when they contenpl ate the
tanks at Hanford: we don't know what the heck is
goi ng on here.

The nucl ear geni e cannot be put back
in the bottle; but, we definitely have to contain
it. W have to corral it. W have toreinit in as
much as we possibly can. And playing around with
this reactor is definitely a step in the wong
direction. Please listen to us. | speak fromny
heart here.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

| want to go all the way to the back,
the young lady that's com ng up, | think, here,
who's been patient with ne, who wanted to cone —
everyone's been patient with nme, but she asked a
couple of tines, so —

STATEMENT OF CHARITY SCHVEI GER
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M5. CHARITY SCHVEI GER M/ nane is
Charity Schweiger, and | live in Kennew ck,
Washi ngt on.

Yest erday was the twelfth anniversary
of the death of ny grandnother. She suffered for
six long years before dying of cancer at the age of
fifty-three. |1 never got to know her. | never got
to experience having a grandnot her, having soneone
spoil you rotten and then send you honme, soneone to
see you performat school, soneone to believe in you
and be there for you. | never had any of that.

The nedi cal isotope production and
research at FFTF coul d save lives, like ny
grandnother's, in the future. | support FFTF fully,
and | think that you are all highly msinfornmed. M
father and his father have both worked at Hanford.

Pl ease support FFTF.

Thanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you.

Let's go here with the lady in the
green —sure. | say that, and there's two | adies
in green right next to each other, so | have to
learn ny | esson here. Yeah, okay. Thanks.

STATEMENT OF SASHA SEI DOVI TZ

MS. SASHA SEIDOVITZ: H. M nane is
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Sasha Seidovitz, and |I'm here on nmy own behal f, but
al so as an advocate of the work done at Heart of
America Northwest and as a student at the University
of Washi ngt on.

| object to the restart of FFTF on a
nunber of grounds, but I'd |like to focus ny conment
on the claimed need for medical isotopes.

The authors of Battelle's FFTF
restart proposal forecast significant increases in
t he demand for nedical isotopes. And in ny
understanding, a simlar forecast was presented in
the early '90s, and that forecast was proven fal se.
In fact, many of us have heard testinony from
reput abl e physicians who claimthat their own use of
nmedi cal isotopes —their needs are being net.

To counter an earlier comrent, | have
not heard anyone here speak out agai nst nedi cal
i sotopes. However, nmany nenbers of this group
nmysel f included, are opposed to the production of
medi cal isotopes at the FFTF reactor. As Jim
Tronbol d asserted, the National Institute for
Medi cine has identified cleaner, nore efficient ways
to produce isotopes. As Dave Johnson pointed out,
an accel erator woul d produce | ess dangerous nucl ear

waste and woul d be dramatically safer to operate.
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In light of the fact that FFTF alternatives are
safer, that they produce | ess waste, that they cost
| ess capital and far less noney to run, wouldn't it
be wise to face rising nedical isotopes demand with
such an alternative? If FF- -- or let's see --
FFTF' s backers claimthat they want to hel p cancer
patients. Wy are they pronoting reactor restart
rat her than sonething safer and cheaper? Wy are
t hey pronoting the production of new waste, waste
whi ch Hanford's history indicate are quite likely to
be neglected and quite likely to pose a threat to
the public health and the environnment in the
Nor t hwest .

To conclude, | would urge the
Department of Energy to consider a fifth
alternative, one not yet included in this PEIS. end
this tedious search for an FFTF production m ssion,
focus on cleanup m ssions at Hanford, and deactivate
FFTF permanently.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you. Thank
you.

Go over here to the gentleman in bl ue

over here. Yes. Thank you.
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STATEMENT OF DAVE HALL

MR. DAVE HALL: M nanme is Dave Hall.
|"ma physician. | amthe past president of
Washi ngt on Physicians for Social Responsibility and
al so a past national president of Physicians for
Soci al Responsibility nationally, an organization of
about 15,000 fol ks who are dedicated to the |ong-
termpublic health. Specifically, Physicians for
Soci al Responsibility got its accidental start, if
you will, if you want to by Three Mle Island —
the PSR, just by chance, had its inaugural
invitation to nenbership in The New Engl and Journa
of Medi ci ne which canme out just three days prior to
the nmeltdown at Three Mle Island, and is one of the
reasons why | am here because there were 2,000
peopl e who responded i nmmediately to that. And
subsequently, the U S. civilian nucl ear power
program has essentially been put on hold because of
the safety concerns.

| have a resolution fromthe nationa
Physi ci ans for Social Responsibility calling for the
shut down of the Fast Flux Test Facility. | won't
read it, but I will present it to you. And |
appreci ate your patience in listening to all of us

here.
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And just a couple of comments about
sonme of the comments nade earlier, and we'll go from
there. | want to raise a question about what
managed care is going to do in relation to these
i sotopes that you hope are going to be produced.
W're just in the process of trying to get managed
care to pay for basic medicines, so | would ask you
to add that to the environnental inpact statenent in
terms of the potential funding for the use of these,
these i sotopes. W've already nmade reference to the
1995 National Institutes of Medicine report. And |
would Iike to just note, is that report in your
library of information?

THE FACI LI TATOR: \Wich one is that?
|"msorry; the —

MR DAVE HALL: National Institutes
of Medicine —

THE FACI LI TATOR.  Yes; okay.

MR. DAVE HALL: —report on nedical
i sotopes. You have that report?

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Yeah.

MR. DAVE HALL: Ckay; thanks very
much.

And just one final comment to the

folks in R chland, Pasco, and Kennew ck. | very
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much appreciate the search for an econony that has
sone stability. Seattle in 1979 had a billboard up
that said, "The | ast one out, please shut off the
lights.” That was when the Federal programfor the
SST was dropped, and the western part of the State
of Washi ngton's econom ¢ dependence on Boei ng becane
severely obvious to the folks in Seattle. And since
then, this econonmy has become nuch healthier as it's
substantially diversified. Hopefully, the good
folks in the Tri-Cities will ook to sone other ways
of using the enornmous brai npower that's concentrated
inthe Tri-Cties for other constructive
humani t ari an uses.

Thanks.
THE FACI LI TATOR Thank you. Did you
have a copy of your statenent, too, sir? Do you

have a copy? | thought you did, yeah. Thanks.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: | don't have any
organi zation, |I'mjust going to speak for nyself.
THE FACI LI TATOR |I'msorry; | picked

her .
Go ahead. Thanks. Sorry.
STATEMENT OF CHRI STI NE WONG
COVMUNI TY COALI TI ON FOR ENVI RONVENTAL JUSTI CE
M5. CHRI STINE WONG  Thank you for

allowing me to come here and speak tonight. M nane
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is Christine Wong. | amwith the Community
Coalition for Environnental Justice. And we are a
mul tiracial, nonprofit organization based here in
Seattle. W have nenbers all across Washi ngton
state. And our mission, our job, is to nake sure
that we | ook at the -- and address the
di sproportionate environnmental health inpacts on
communi ties of color and | owincome comunities here
in the state.

And |I'm here today to tal k about
sonmething that | don't believe has been addressed to
the crowmd before tonight, and that is | ooking at the
i npact on the Native Anmerican nations and the Latino
farmworkers living in the area.

There are nine Native American
nations living near the Hanford site, and |I'm going
to read themoff: the Coeur d' Al ene, the Colville,
the Kalispell, the Cootenai, the Nez Perce, the
Spokane, the Umatilla, the Warm Springs, and the
Yaki ma. These reservations are their homes, and
you' re desecrating their land by further starting up
this FFTF pl utonium production. | think it's just
absol utely disgusting and cultural genoci de.

| also think that for the Latino farm

workers living in the area, it's not their choice to
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be living in the area. They're forced to be living
in the area because that's the work that they're
forced into. Wat about —I nmean, they' re exposed
to pesticides on the jobs picking apples, packing
apples. They have to live there. Wat about the
synergistic, multiplicative, additive effects of
pesticides and radiation? Has that ever been
st udi ed?

What about the cultural ways of life
that are going to be destroyed by further production
at Hanford? You have to | ook at the whol e point
that Native Americans fish fromthe river, they play
by the river, they live by the river. The Col unbia
Ri ver, again as everyone is saying, is so
contam nated. Well, a lot of people here, |'msure,
don't fish fromthe river and eat the fish there.
Wel |, what about those people who do?

| believe that the Col unbia Tri bal
Fi sh Comm ssion, CRTFC —they did a study a couple
of years ago that showed that Native Anericans tend
to eat the whole fish fromthat river. And | did a
ot of work on this issue in the San Franci sco Bay
area, and it shows that the risk assessnent is
fl awed because they do not take into effect that

peopl e of color, Asian/Pacific Islanders, Native
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Aneri cans, eat nore fish than their typica
Eurocentric nodel. GCkay? So | want you to put that
in your environnmental inpact statenent that people
are eating this fish and that they are going to be
i npacted on their regular lifestyle.

So I"'mnot going to waste people's
time. |1'mnot going to waste people's tine and say
everything el se that everyone has said before, but |
just want to nmake sure that you know that if you
restart this reactor, you know, you're killing a
whol e generation of people to cone.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Now |'m going to go to over here;
| " ve passed you by several tinmes, | know, and

pointed to you incorrectly a fewtinmes. Thanks. o

ahead.
STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER
AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'mjust here by
nmyself, and the reason | —I don't like to speak in

front of crowds, but the reason | decided | needed
to get up is because | worked at NASA for
thirty-five years. | worked on the Voyager prograns

and the Galil eo prograns.
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And since the beginning of the NASA
m ssion back in the 1960s, 1950s, there have been
four m ssions that have flown to the outer planets
that used plutonium 238. They used themin the
radi oi sotope therm onic generators to provi de power
for the spacecraft. Only four.

Am | too close to this thing or —

THE FACI LI TATOR  No, cone on up a
little closer, actually.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: So the point I'd
like to make is that these m ssions were provided
with plutonium238 in the mdst of the Cold War
when we were —when we were punpi ng out nucl ear
power to weapons of all sorts, and yet they could be
provided with their requirenents.

Fromthis point on -- | saw your
poster back there; you show four m ssions on the
surface of Mars. There is not a way in the world
that NASA will put plutonium 238 on the surface of
anot her planet. Not a way in the world. W, on
this planet, contam nate our own place, but NASA has
Il ong since said they will not contam nate ot her
pl anets. They even -- even heat the surfaces of the
spacecraft to kill all the biology that m ght be on

them You think they're going to put radioactive
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mat erial on the surface of a planet? They will
never do it. So you're talking about the —

Cassini is onits way now to Saturn.
And there's no other m ssion that can be funded
because the space station is gobbling up all the
funds that NASA has fromas far out as we can see.

| don't know where in God's world you
got this idea that you needed to make pl utoni um 238
for NASA. | haven't got the foggiest idea. How
could this be comng out? There can't possibly be a
reason to do that. And if that's a third of your
m ssion, then a third of it's gone. So now you're
down to two-thirds, and you can tal k about that.

THE FACI LI TATOR Okay, I'mgoing to
go all the way to this side now, all the way to the
back, and the gentlenman in the pink jacket back
there. I'mgoing to cone to the center next.

STATEMENT OF ELDON BALL

MR. ELDON BALL: M nane is Eldon
Ball, and | live in Seattle.

In 1945, Harry Truman gave the orders
that dropped the only two atom c bonbs that have
ever been used in this world. Now, fifty-six —
excuse ne; fifty-three years later, fifty-four years

|ater, we are living with the consequences. One of
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the things which Harry Truman is also attributed as
saying is that there are lies, damm lies, and
statistics. And | think tonight we've heard them
all.

Now to make it very sinple, there
have been probably —who knows, 20,000 weapons,
nucl ear weapons, | understand, the United States
has. That is plenty of plutonium 238 so we
probably don't need any nore. Ckay.

Now, as for using nedical isotopes as
a source —or using the Fast Flux Test Facility for
a source of nedical isotopes, that started to cone
up when they were tal ki ng about producing tritium
The tritiumwas thrown out, so now that is the main
thing. It appears to nme that, you know, it's really
a deceptive practice, and there are other sources.

It appears fromthe testinony given
earlier tonight that a |inear reactor —or |inear
accel erator would be a far better source with a
| ower cost, |ess chance of waste.

And al ready we have —what was it,

68 of the tanks at Hanford that are |eaking? W
don't need any further waste there. Let's clean the
pl ace up and get the job done. W don't need this

continuing on for another century.
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Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. |1'mgoing to the
center, which I've ignored for a while.

STATEMENT OF DONNA KELLER

M5. DONNA KELLER: My nane is Donna
Keller. And I don't have any witten docunentati on,
but I will turnin a report | did for ny Master's
degree process entitled "The Hanford Nuclear Site,
Envi ronnental Justice and Environnental Equity
| ssues: Transforming a Culture of Secrecy, Human
and Environnmental Damage to a Culture of Care and
Comm t nent . "

And | hope that -- and | know you
nmust be tired, and you're doing lots of touring and
listening. Hopefully, I"msure a lot of this is —
| don't know. | don't know if you're listening or
just getting paid a good salary to be here.

Legally, | know you don't have to incorporate any of
our thoughts. You can just sit here and nunb out.
Once the environnental inpact statenent is collected
with all of the input fromthis and fromthe EI S,
legally that does not have to be incorporated into
any decision nmaking. So it's all a matter of trust

that we're com ng here tonight and sharing with you
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And | would like to read from—a
guote fromthe Harvard Medi cal School director, John
Mack: "We nust seek to enbrace the terror and
experience its validity, for the inmediacy of
nucl ear death is real. Only when we can honestly
contenplate this horror, can we begin to nmaster it.
Until it does —we do that, it has us."

So | just would Iike to reenphasi ze
the environnmental justice concerns that Native
Anmeri cans have endured numerous cancerous deaths
due to their intake of fish with a high I evel of
radi oactivity. They have been the target, not only
of that, but a lot of other degradations. They
deserve to have a voice in this process.

| would also |like to give ny
congratul ations to the courage of the woman that
spoke about her child, and |I really hope —you
know, she's left, and the other people that have
probably left and the young teenager that |eft from
here, | also have a grandfather who died early. He
di ed of cancer. And we are now beconi ng nore and
nore clear fromthe United States Government
releasing, little bit by little bit, that
radi oactivity is correlated with cancer. So as was

stated here a fewtinmes, | hope that nmessage can get
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i ncorporated into how we devel op future sol utions
for cancer.

And | finally would just like to
offer one nore tinme a statenent that's been said
many tines, that —please shut it down.

THE FACI LI TATOR Okay. Kim |I'm
going to stick you in the m ddle.

The lady in the blue there, yes.

STATEMENT OF KI RSTEN ELLSTROM

M5. KI RSTEN ELLSTROM M nane is
Kirsten Ellstrom | live in this country. | speak
on behal f of my grandchil dren.

There's been a | ot of good specific
details nentioned here tonight. | would like it to
be on record that |I strongly oppose the restart of
t his Hanford nucl ear reactor.

| don't need to be a nucl ear
scientist to realize the problens that our nuclear
facilities have caused, especially in this state.
don't think it was hard for DOE to find a doctor who
was treating a | ot of cancer patients in Richland,
there has been a | ot nore cancer patients in that
area than in other areas of this country.

| do believe that we do have to work

for progress, and certainly I'mnot even agai nst
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private enterprise. This young —or this ol der
person for Slade Gorton has left by now But DOE
has been so inconpetent and so di shonest with the
peopl e of the state of Washington for such a |ong
time, that how naive do you expect us to be, to
trust you again to do a good job?

| can understand that the people in
that area would |ike an economc future, and | woul d
again like Sl ade Gorton to provide nore funds for
cleanup in this area.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Over here in the purple.

STATEMENT OF RUTH YARROW

M5. RUTH YARRONW M nane is Ruth
Yarrow. |'ma resident of Seattle, and |I'mhere to
ask for a couple of things to be addressed in this
PEI S.

One is that there is —there are one
alternative of no action and four of -- four
alternatives presented. None of those says clearly
"Shut down, deactivate the FFTF reactor, period."
We've heard a | ot of testinony tonight why the
different m ssions are not appropriate. | would
like a single, sinple alternative of just shutting

down the FFTF.
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You |l ook as if you don't understand,
Col ette Brown. It's that all the other alternatives

where it says to shut down the FFTF, it says, "and
do space" —or "do research at another facility and
produce plutoni um 238 sonmewhere else.” |'m saying,
“Sinply shut it down.”

THE FACI LI TATOR:  kay.

M5. RUTH YARROW | say that because
this whole PEIS starts out with an assunption that
it is needed, new expandi ng em ssions —m ssi ons
for nucl ear research and developnent. |1'd like to
see that clarified. | don't know what that neans.
| asked some of ny congressional aides to look into
it, and they were told —after repeated questions,
didn't get any satisfaction, that they needed to
have security clearance to find out nore about this.

So it leads ne to believe that this
will eventually be tied to the stockpile stewardship
program to the 1997 Presidential directive which
says, anong other things, that the U S. should
conti nue devel opi ng nucl ear capability. [I'mcalling
for a halt to that.

To visualize what | think the danger
of the FFTF is, right here and now, in calling away
attention fromthe real process of cleanup, |'ve

drawn a little picture for you tonight. The picture




shows the shape of the tanks in a different form
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And it doesn't show them underground, | grant you
But the other parts of this drawi ng are accurate.
|"ve put in 177 tanks, 1've showed a third of them
| eaking, and | have indicated that the contents is
very long-lasting radi oactive wastes. |If you can
think, for instance, in terns of plutonium 239
which didn't exist when | was born, and we now have
over 900 metric tons of plutoniumin different forns
on the planet; this is —sone of themlasting for
24,000 years half-life, what does that nean, 24,000
years? It's a thousand generations. That's been
created in ny lifetime, and didn't exist before.

So I"'mgoing to ask nmy friend.
Martin to help show this picture, and I'lIl have to
turn it around both ways. Let's conme up here first.
Ch, that's good; we'll go around behi nd.

(Large draw ng di spl ayed.)

kay, so these are the 177 tanks.

THE FACI LI TATOR W' ve got to get
you to a m crophone.

M5. RUTH YARROWN  Ckay.

THE FACI LI TATOR. W can't hear you
Wi thout it.

M5. RUTH YARRON Ckay. So we have

177 tanks here, a third of them | eaking, containing
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| ong-1lived radi oactive nucl ear wastes. And the real
danger is, it's saying, "Look! Quick, right here!
Look at our clean, beautiful FFTF!'" That's the
danger, that we're taking away attention fromthe
real problem of cleanup

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay, thank you.

kay, it's about ten to 11:00, and
nmovi ng ahead, | still see one, two —can | see the
hands of how many people are still going to cone,
just so we can start —ten. Ckay, so we have about

ten or eleven people. And given five mnutes for

nost, ten mnutes nmaybe for a couple, we'll be an
hour or so. So we'll plug ahead with no break, if
that's okay, and we'll just keep going. |If you have

to hit the restroom fine. And I'mgoing to cone to
the mddle here. R ght, the gray —thanks.
STATEMENT OF MANDY PUTNEY

M5. MANDY PUTNEY: My nane's Mandy
Putney. | live in Seattle. M coment has
shortened considerably as |I've listened to so many
ot hers.

| just wanted to share that | have
spent a good deal of tine in the past few weeks

notifying people of this neeting, and I got two
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consi stent responses, the first one being "Wat
nmeeting? W didn't know there was a neeting." And
t hese were people that had attended previous
nmeetings in the past, which |leads ne to believe that
there was a severe |ack of public notification about
this meeting.

The second comrent that was pretty
consi stent was, "How can it be that there's another
pl an, that there's another proposal to continue
production of anything at Hanford?" | sinply urge
the DOE to listen to the people once and for all,
not just document conments that are given tonight,
but to truly listen to public outcry, and to take to
heart that residents of Seattle and the Hanford area
are tired of the waste and tired of the cleanup
del ays, and sinply want it —want the reactor shut
down, and want what's there cl eaned up now.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

STATEMENT OF JOY GOLDSTEI N

M5. JOY GOLDSTEIN. M nane is Joy
CGol dstein, and I'm from Vashon Island, and |I'm here
on ny own behalf. | hadn't planned to say anything,
but | sit here and |I listen, and | listen, and I
think I've found sonething that nobody's tal ked

about vyet.
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On the handout about nedi cal and
i ndustrial isotope production, Colette says that
there's an anticipated increase in demand for
medi cal and industrial isotopes, and in the next
par agr aph, "DOE encourages private sector investnent
in new i sotope production ventures, and will sell or
| ease its existing facilities and inventories for
commerci al purposes.” |'mnot sure whet her
technically an EIS has to include that kind of
information, but I would be very interested in
knowi ng what kinds of inquiries and conmm tnents DOE
has received there.

Things like this, where the experts
are saying two different kinds of things, | always
want to know where the noney is. And | really —
you know.

How nmuch of the task of cleanup can
provide jobs for folks in the Tri-Cities areas if
the Fast Flux Test Facility is shut dowmn? How many
of those people are convertible to other Kkinds of
j obs? Because that is an issue. There are —there
are people who work there, and that's their life,
and | think we have to —we have to | ook at that.

But we al so have to | ook at who
thinks they' re going to make a profit out of this,

because it's taxpayers' noney.
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Let's go to the gentl enan here.
We'll go to the center, stay there for a few
m nut es.
STATEMENT OF ERI C ESPENHORST
FRI ENDS OF THE EARTH

MR. ERI C ESPENHORST: Thank you.

170

M

name is Eric Espenhorst, and | work for Friends of

the Earth, which is a citizen-based environnental
group that's at —1 work in the Northwest office
whi ch has been in Seattle since 1971

First I'd like to nmake a conmment
about how this neeting was run. All the other
public hearings generally, you actually get to si
up, and it gives speakers a chance to know when
they're going to talk. DCE has run it |ike that
the past. It elimnates this vague and sonmewhat
rude pointing. | encourage you to go back to the
si gn-up process.

AUDI ENCE MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR. ERI C ESPENHORST: This is a go
crowd.

Taki ng a step back, a professor of
m ne in graduate school used to start every lectu

so we mght renenber it, with —by pointing out

agn

in

od

re,
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that many environnental issues are technically
conplicated and enotionally charged. And we've got
that here in a big way. And the way that you, you
know, don't stick your hand in that porcupine nest
too nmuch, is by building trust. So let's tal k about
trust.

The Tri-Party Agreenent says that you
will drain the sodium cool ant out of Fast Flux by
March 2000, and you'll have conpleted all activities
necessary to achieve the end-point criteria by
Decenber 2001. Now, if you restart the Fast Fl ux,
you' re obviously not doing that. Now, if you can't
—we can't trust you to agree to this docunent that
a fornmer DOE secretary -- | forget which one;
they've got a shorter half-life than tritium--
si gned, how can we trust you, period?

Now, you said, Colette, in the
begi nning, there are no guarantees. Well, | nean,
you shouldn't be —you shoul dn't be making that
conme true by doing it yourself. If we can't trust
you on shutting down Fast Flux when you've said you
will, I mean, what's the point? GCkay, so we can't
trust you.

This need for medical isotopes is

based in part on a report from Frost and Sullivan.
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Now, they assunmed —this is great: an increase, a
ten-fold increase in nedical needs between the years
1996 and 2001. Over the past twenty years, denand
has grown at 4 percent, and they assumed a 30
percent annual increase. Can't trust them

It may cost around $250 million and
take forty-two nonths to restart Fast Flux. That's
according to DOE and the consulting firmyou' ve
hired, SAIC. Well, let's see. The |last —which

DCE facility should we conpare this to? WPPSS?

TVA? Synfuels? U aniumenrichnment? Al those have
cost huge anounts nore noney, taken far nore tinme to
produce, to cone to fruition, if they ever did. And
with WPPSS, take your pick. Do you want the
reactors that they never finished, that are costing
us billions, or do you want the one which they did
finish which operates about half the tinme, costs 50
percent nore than market power? Well, can't trust
t hem

So what are we left wwth? W're |left
with a programmatic environnental inpact statenent,
where | think in the optional restart of Fast Fl ux,
before you nmake that decision you have to consider
the effect on society when governnent says one thing

and does 180 degrees opposite. W have el ected
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officials for that; we don't want that fromthe
bur eaucr at s.

And I'Il conclude on a note about the
el ected officials. You said that you're going to
make the deci sion when you issue the final EI S
soneti me Novenber/ Decenber 2000. Well, gee, there's
an election in Novenber of 2000. Are you going to
-- is a lane-duck Secretary of Energy going to
commt the next Adm nistration to whatever? Doesn't
the newy elected President have the prerogative of
deciding this, which is -- you know, it's a big
deal. It's not -- it's not the entire Federal
budget or waging war, but it's a pretty big deal.
Isn'"t —doesn't the newly elected President and his
or her Secretary of Energy get to have sone say over
that, or is the |lame duck going to be making the
decision? O has the decision really been nade?
VWhich | do believe it has, but you assured that
it hasn't, so —thank you

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.

Yes.

STATEMENT OF ARTHUR ROLFE
MR. ARTHUR RCLFE: M/ nane is Arthur

Rolfe, and |'ma citizen of Bell evue.
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THE FACI LI TATOR  Coul d we get that
name again, sir? Could you give your nane again,
pl ease? He didn't get it. Arthur, your nanme?

MR. ARTHUR RCLFE: Rolfe. Arthur
Rolfe, R-o-I-f-e.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.

MR ARTHUR ROLFE: Short and sweet,
but they can't get it anyway.

| have very little to say, but I
think it's acute, and it caps what has al ready been
said tonight. |'mdeeply disturbed by what |'ve
heard and seen here tonight. The proposed restart
of the Hanford Fast Flux Test Facility, the breeder
reactor, literally sends chills down ny spine. W
have not in the past fifty-plus years found a way to
safely di spose of very long-lived nucl ear waste.

Not one ounce. Yet we are snmugly proposing to add
to that waste despite the known catastrophic
hazards to life. Incidentally, the nuclear waste
generated by the very first reactor, Chicago
University, is still with us.

The rationale for restart supports,
at best, very short-term purported benefits, while
continuing to increase the |ong-term hazards. The
specters of Chernobyl, and currently Tokai nura,

hang heavily over the proposed action.
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The broken cl eanup prom ses —the
gentl eman over here put it very well —and the
di version of cleanup funds are di stressing onens
regarding the integrity of future prom ses.

Renmenber, the touted benefits of the
fast flux breeder reactor restart carry a price tag
that is nore than financial. Wat good are the
short-term benefits if their price is poisoned water
and at nosphere, the very stuff of |life that we need
to survive?

An exanple, already with us, is the
ozone layer, the problemthat in our arrogance and
i gnorance, we have created. Planet Earth is our one
and only home. Wiy are we so ready to nmess up the
envi ronment we need to sustain us?

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

Go to the —yes, sir.

STATEMENT OF MARTI N FLECK

MR MARTIN FLECK: What can | add at
such a late date? M nane is Martin Fl eck,
F-l1-e-c-k, and | want to say that | appreciate the
stam na of everyone up here and everyone who has
stayed this long and is going to hear what | have to

say.
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In the Vietnam War we got stuck in a
bad situation, and | think one of the best anal yses
of how t hat happened was Daniel Ellsberg's. | read
hi s book about Papers on the War, in which he
described the quagmre nyth and the stal emate
machi ne. | don't know how many people here may have
read that book, but briefly, briefly what it nmeans
is, thereis a nyth that we are stuck in a quagmre
but in fact, the United States policy was a
stal emate machine. |In other words, people knew that
we were going to | ose that war, but they could not
let it happen under their watch. They coul d not
have the United States |ose a war |ike that, you
know, "while my boss, the President of the United
States, is in office." There's sonething really
frighteningly famliar about com ng back to these
heari ngs over and over to tal k about a proposal that
is so unrealistic. It kind of rem nds ne of that
situation, and it remnds ne of that book. So you
don't have to read the whole book, just dig it out:
Dani el Ellsberg's Papers on the War. Just read
the "Quagmre Myth and the Stal enate Machine," and
see if it doesn't ring famliar to anybody who has
been wat ching this FFTF process.

| know we're supposed to conme in in a
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scoping hearing like this on what ought to be
i ncluded in the environnmental inpact statenent.
personal Iy think, especially having hel ped Ruth with
her amazi ng graphi c outlining —you know, hel ping
us visualize what the real situation is at Hanford
— 1| personally think that any environnental inpact
statenent has to include -- any option that's
consi dered has to include the conplete plan for the
full and effective cleanup of Hanford before the
FFTF will be restarted. That's what | think should
be in the scope of any plan that's considered
because it is sinply unreasonable to ask the
citizens of this state to think about restarting
anyt hing at Hanford that would create nore wastes.

| know that some of what happened
here toni ght probably seened unreasonabl e,
especially to the facilitator. GCkay. But let ne —
I et me nake sure you understand the context, in case
you haven't heard enough of it, which is that the
people of this state have had a very unreasonabl e
anount of risk laid on them okay, in order to
produce all these weapons at Hanford over all these
years. And frankly, to consider an option that
woul d restart a reactor at Hanford and say, "Don't

worry folks; we're the scientists, we know what
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we're doing, and it's going to be safe, and we know
how to handl e the wastes,” is really insulting. And
that's one reason why peopl e get so unreasonabl e.
They're tired of being insulted |like that. It is an
insult to our intelligence. Gkay. And if you've
studi ed what's happened at Hanford, you know t hat
the citizens of this state have already paid the
price, thank you very nuch. W have already paid
the price of having a facility like this.

Ask anyone on the street who knows
anyt hi ng about Hanford, "Does it make sense to you
that they ought to create nore waste at Hanford?"

W all knowin this state —we all know what a
travesty it has been. You know, all you have to do
is read the newspaper, and it's full of stories
about ridicul ous episodes at Hanford. So it's just
insulting to us, and I would ask you not to nake us
cone back and comment on such an unreasonabl e
proposal year after year in this stal emate machine.
It would save us all a | ot of problens.

And | work for Washi ngton Physi ci ans
for Social Responsibility, and let me just add this,
that as long as you want to play this ganme, we wl|
conme back and point out how ridiculous it is.

Thank you.
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THE FACI LI TATOR I n the suspenders

—yeabh.
STATEMENT OF RI CHARD WAGNER

MR. RI CHARD WVAGNER: My nane is
Ri chard Wagner.

According to the Strategic Arns
Limtations Talks, this country is supposed to be
reducing its arsenal of nucl ear weapons. Restart of
the Fast Flux Test Facility would produce pl utonium
Because the citizens —neither the citizens of this
country or of any other country could verify what it
was being used for, | believe this would nmake it a
violation of the Strategic Arnms Limtation Tal ks.

| don't —I heard on the news the
ot her evening that the Nuclear Test Ban Treaty was
not verified, and one of the argunents given for not
verifying it was —voting for it, was that it was
not verifiable, whereas in fact, it's been known for
a long time that you can find —since the 1960s,
you can detect nucl ear explosions by seismc neans,
by satellite, and by radiation in either the upper
at nosphere or the | ower atnosphere when it
eventual ly reaches there. |1 don't see how this sort
of thing is going to contribute to the —because no
one has oversi ght over what is being done —oh,

nmessed up
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But at any rate, because neither the
citizens of this country or any other country can
verify what's being done with the plutonium being
produced by this facility, | believe it shouldn't be
done at all.

THE FACI LI TATOR |'m goi ng back over
here. The gentleman in the striped shirt back here
—I"msorry; there's sort of two striped shirts.

The vertical striped shirts —you guys deci ded.

It's late. You' ve been here this |ong; you deserve

to decide. Gkay. Ckay, there you go. o ahead.
STATEMENT OF CHRI' S JACKI NS

MR CHRIS JACKINS: M nane is Chris
Jacki ns.

The FFTF reactor should not be used
to produce plutonium238. The focus should be on
cl eaning up Hanford' s radi oactive waste, not
produci ng nore waste.

At an earlier hearing | spoke agai nst
a previous proposal to us the FFTF reactor to
produce tritiumfor fusion bonbs. | would
appreciate it if you could give ne an early idea of
what the next proposal m ght be.

| had sone questions concerning
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envi ronnent al inpacts, six of them

One, has this proposal been | ooked at
taking into account any relevant information from
the recent radioactive |eak in Japan?

Two, has this proposal been | ooked at
taking into account any relevant information from
the recent NASA Mars orbiter problemw th m xed
measur enent s?

Three, has this proposal been | ooked
at taking into account any relevant information
regardi ng potential Year 2000 conputer processing
i npact s?

Four, has this proposal been | ooked
at as to inpacts regarding any World Trade
Organi zati on agreenents?

Five, has this proposal been | ooked
at taking into account any nodifications needed to
saf ety nmeasures nade possi ble by a new pl utoni um
detect or devel oped at the Pacific Northwest National
Laboratory in Richland? According to an article in
the Septenber 28th, 1999, Seattle Tines, the
pl ut oni um det ector, quote, "is so sensitive, it was
recently triggered by a woman emtting gamra rays
after receiving radiation therapy," unquote.

Nunmber six, has this proposal been
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| ooked at as to inpacts regarding changes in the —
changes to the handling of nuclear information?
According to an article in the Cctober 16th, 1999,
Seattle Tines, quote, "Energy Secretary Bill
Ri chardson, under pressure from scientists and
menbers of Congress, has sharply reduced the nunber
of Federal enployees who will be required to take
pol ygraph exam nati ons about their handling of
nucl ear secrets," unquote.

Thank you.
THE FACI LI TATOR: Thank you.
Over here.
STATEMENT OF ROBERT KI NG
SI ERRA CLUB, NORTHWEST CHAPTER
MR. ROBERT KING Good evening. W
name i s Robert King. |'mrepresenting nyself and
the Sierra C ub, Northwest Chapter.
|"mgoing to give you a bit of a
uni que perspective, because I'mnewto the city, and
in md-June ny wife said, "Wuld you like to nove to
Seattle?" Qur long-termgoal was to eventually nove
out here, because the trees and the forest and the
mount ai ns makes a good conbi nati on.
And as | was involved with the Sierra

Cl ub, they nmentioned if anybody has done any work on
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radi onucl i des and the environnment, and when | was
doi ng sone graduate work, | did a paper studying
sonme aquatic toxicology. And there's very little
scientific literature out there. Sonme of the stuff
that | did cone across were that, | think of five or
si x aquatic species, salnon seened to be the nost
susceptible to radiation.

And as | was goi ng home tonight,
there was sonet hing that was bothering ne as well,
so then | went on to a Wb site that | frequented —
frequented when I was doing this research a couple
of years ago. And I'Il give you a little bit of
hi story about Canada's nuclear industry. After the
United States, Canada was the next power to have
their own nuclear capabilities. 1In 1943, we started
the research, and by 1945 we had our first
operational research facility. And since then, |
think we're on to our seventeenth research nucl ear
reactor.

And | know one of the prinme product
for Atom c Energy of Canada is to narket nedica
i sotopes. And it astounded me when | —when | read
this press rel ease issued by John Morrison. He's
t he president and CEO of MDS Nordion. They happen

to be the largest world supplier of nedical
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isotopes. And I'll just give you quotation of what
he sai d:

"I ndeed, MDS Nordi on supplies two-
thirds of the world's noly-99, an inpressive anount,
underlying the inportance of Canada's nucl ear
i ndustry for health and well -being of people here
and beyond our borders. We," and that neans Canada,
"are the world's nunber one producer of nedical
isotopes. It's a serious responsibility, and we
have to be absolutely reliable. W ship product
al nost every day to the U S., to Europe, Japan, and
el sewhere. And of course, these products with short
hal f-1ives cannot be stockpiled."

And then | found out that Atom c
Energy of Canada is planning to build two nore
research reactors that are —that go specifically
for nedical isotopes. So if we're going to have two
nore, why do we have to start the one at Hanford
agai n?

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay. Thank you.

kay, yes, let's go back here, stay
on this side. Yes, sir?

STATEMENT OF DONALD E. SANDBERG

MR. DONALD SANDBERG  Good eveni ng.
My nanme is Don Sandberg. | live in Pasco,

Washi ngt on.
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As many of you know, |'ve spent a
great deal of tinme in the past six years working on
envi ronnment al inpact statenments. Wth this
experience and what's happened in the last ten
nmonths, | want to give you a different slant on the
scope of this PEIS.

Thr oughout these scopi ng heari ngs,
many people will present a variety of statistics,
usually very large or very small nunbers, to support
t heir contention about what should or shouldn't be
wi thin the scope of the PEIS, and what the
Depart ment of Energy should or should not do.
want to begin by giving you a perspective that is
primarily based on a statistic of one.

This nmorning | went to the University
of Washi ngton Medical Center, where | had a catheter
inmplanted in my chest. By noon, | was at the Fred
Hut chi nson Cancer Research Center having stemcells
harvested fromny blood. The purpose of the
catheter is to allow ny blood to be taken out, the
stemcells renoved, and the blood returned. The
process took about three hours. | wll go through
t he sane process again tonorrow and perhaps on

Wednesday. You see, | have non-Hodgkin's | ynphona.
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That's cancer of the |ynphatic system Since
January, |'ve gone through a first series of
chenot herapy, consisting of six treatnments over a
four and one half nonth period. This is typically
very effective, but | began to show the return of
the cancer after a few weeks. | have since had
three treatments of a second, nore extensive set of
chenot her apy.

Al t hough | have responded very wel |,
the statistics over many years and nmany patients
have shown that nore is required for a potenti al
cure. So on Novenber the 2nd, | will enter the UW
Medi cal Center to undergo high-dose treatnent and a
bone marrow transplant. The stemcells will allow
me to be ny own donor for the transplant. | wll be
in the hospital for about forty days, with ful
recovery to take as long as six nonths.

What does all this have to do with
the scope of the PEIS? Well, many of you will not
be surprised to know that medical isotopes have
played a part in all this. 1In fact, I mght not be
alive today wi thout a diagnostic procedure using a
nmedi cal isotope which was perfornmed after | entered
t he hospital emergency roomin January, bleeding to

death. For those who think | m ght be exaggerating,




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

189
| received twelve units of blood that day between
10:00 a.m and 3:00 p.m If you don't know the
significance of that, there's enough doctors around
here who will tell you that. The bl eeding was the
result of the danmage caused by the |ynmphoma. And
now, the use of a new treatnent involving a nedica
i sotope may be my only chance for continued surviva
if nmy upcom ng treatnent and transplant are not
successful. So I'mstanding here to tell you that
nmedi cal isotope production is about a |lot nore than
a statistic of one, and that it absolutely does
bel ong in the scope of this PEIS.

Further, | think that the operation
of the FFTF to produce nedical isotopes should be a
national inperative. The United States is the
richest nation on earth. As such, if it does not
seize this opportunity to advance nedi cal science
for all of humankind, the U S. will be norally
derelict.

There are those that will tell you
that operating FFTF to produce nedical isotopes is
an invitation to death, this based on the one-in-a-
mllion chance that a nmenber of the public m ght get
a latent cancer. You knew | couldn't do this

w t hout sone statistics. The fact is, the chances
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are one in three or higher, right now, for everyone
inthis room So to everyone, if it's not you, it
may be one of the people on either side of you, or
one of your fam |y, or perhaps one of your
nei ghbors. When this does happen, it is ny hope
that the doctors will have a greatly inproved set of
options to provide a cure.

By the way, |I've only tal ked to you
about the rel ationship between nedi cal isotopes and
cancer because |' munderstandably focused on that.
However, cancer is only part of the story because
nmedi cal isotopes can and are being used for a
greater variety of diagnostic and treatnent
procedures for many diseases. | prefer to |eave
those stories to others nore qualified.

One last thought, this about the
potentially lethal radiation exposure that a nenber
of the public can get fromFFTF. As you well know,
the amount is nore than a mllion tines smaller than
the radi ati on each of us gets every year. That is
nat ural background. By conparison, during ny first
four days in the hospital in Novenber, | wll
receive 500 mllion tinmes nore radiation than that
menber of the public would get in a year. And this

is to inprove ny statistics to sonething better than
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the one-in-a-mllion chance of living if | did
not hing. You can see why |'m adamant about a future
that includes the healing that the radiation from
nmedi cal isotopes can do.
Thank you for the opportunity to
present this information.
THE FACI LI TATOR:  Thanks.
kay, moving forward —can | just
say, | know this may be hard to even get your hands
up at this late hour. How many nore people would
like to cooment? Three over here. |Is that it?
Well, let's start. M am go ahead. Go ahead, yes.
Yes.
STATEMENT OF NANCY DI CKEMAN

M5. NANCY DI CKEMAN: My nane is Nancy

Di ckeman.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Try to —there you
go.

M5. NANCY DI CKEMAN:. Thanks. My nane
is Nancy Dickeman. | oppose the restart of the FFTF

reactor, and |I'mespecially concerned regarding
proposal s for use for production purposes outside
the scope of its design. The ram fications of
produci ng plutoniumat this reactor may be far

greater than any currently foreseen, in perhaps the
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same way that the magnitude of the storage and
di sposal of radioactive waste was not foreseen
during previous production periods.

| grew up in Richland, where | stood
in the shadow of the reactors and swamin the
Columbia. | didn't know then what the river held,
what was borne on the wind that pelted our faces
with sand, what the air carried hundreds of mles
away. The land is stained with wi | dflowers and
sagebrush, with the river's blue thread, and with
the radi oactive materials that may invisibly alter
what they touch. It is already burdened with the
refuse of our work, with the work that forged ahead
despite the questions that lay in our hands.

Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

kay, | think we have two nore. Is
that right? Okay. | saw one hand. GCerry, are you
goi ng to —okay, good.

(Audi ence nmenber carryi ng phonograph
recordings to the podium)

| see an 11:20 nusical interl ude,
right?

MR. DANA LYONS: The m ke's taped.
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THE FACI LI TATOR: Not intentionally.

MR. DANA LYONS: That's fine.

THE FACI LI TATOR. There you go.

STATEMENT OF DANA LYONS
SAFE BELLI NGHAM

MR DANA LYONS: Hi. First of all,
my prayers for your speedy healing. Good |uck. M
not her had t he Hodgkin's | ynphona al so, and she's a
survivor, and may you pull through quickly.

My nanme is Dana Lyons. |'mfrom
Bellingham |'m here representing Safe Bellingham
which is a citizens action group for safe pipelines.
|"mgoing to say a few comments, then I'mgoing to
sing ny tune.

My nei ghborhood blew up. | was there
two bl ocks away fromit; my house —parents' house
is right next to the park. The expl osi on happened
because a corrupt Federal agency was not follow ng
the law. And with all due respect to our
representatives of the Departnent of Energy, that is
honestly what the majority of the people in
Washi ngton state feel about the Departnent of
Energy. They feel like it's a corrupt, inept
organi zation. And | don't nean to say that you are

either of those things. | know that you're here
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because one of your bosses needed to get back at you
f or sonet hi ng.

But 1've actually had the opportunity
totalk with a nunber of people who are here with
t he Departnent of Energy and workers from Hanford,

and sonme peopl e have said, you know, "W don't take

this personally.” But |I want to say that | take it
very personally. | nmean, | saw -- | saw that
mushroom cl oud. | wondered how many of ny nei ghbors

were dead. And | realized that this could happen at
Hanford, and it's —well, we've been through it.
It's the —

| wanted to -- as a token of
appreciation to the many hard-worki ng peopl e
tonight, I want to give you a copy of this al bum
"Qur state is a dunp site." Actually, it's an
official state song in the state songbook. And |
was always afraid that the half-life of this song
may be 250,000 years, and it seens to be going that
way, but I"'mgoing to —I have a few copies, and |
have one for the sound man over there who's been
wor ki ng very hard all night. | have one for the
har dest wor ki ng person, the clerk, one for you, and
a couple for the representatives who are listening

to us.
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Before | sing, | have a little bit of
constructive criticism especially for the
facilitator. And I'msorry; | forget your nane.

THE FACI LI TATOR It's not inportant.

MR. DANA LYONS: Al right. At the
begi nni ng of the evening, you were talking about
you' re nonbi ased, you wanted to be fair. Ckay. If
you want to be fair and you want the people to make
an educated decision, in any debate forum you have
experts fromboth sides nmake their case, and one
side can pick their experts and the other side can
pick their experts. You are a talented noderator,
but you're being -- if you allow yourself to
continue in this format throughout this tour, you're
going to be allow ng yourself to be used as a tool
by the Department of Energy. And | think you need
to think about that, and I think that you and the
Department of Energy needs to take a hard | ook at
what are you really trying to achi eve here.

And the reason that | believe the
Department of Energy didn't want experts fromthe
anti-FFTF —I don't even know all the —to speak,
i s because that's when first —that is when the
media is here. They didn't want the nmessage to get

out. They didn't want —we have so nmany excel |l ent
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activists and speakers here, experts who have been
studying this for decades. The Departnent of Energy
didn't want their nmessage on the news, and they knew
that if they waited | ong enough and had the
noder at or choose —and the noderator has a sense
of the way we dress, as to who is who. They knew
that by the time the experts spoke, they woul dn't
get on the news. So | would encourage you in the
future to nake that change. That's a constructive
criticism

The last record |I have before | sing
the song —we're late in the program |'m draggi ng
on. |I'mrepresenting a group; that neans | got ten
mnutes, right? | would |like to present —there's
many peopl e here who should be honored. And
incidentally, I do have free records for everybody,
to be nonbiased, so | won't | eave anyone out here.

They're in back. You just have to have a turntabl e,

right.

THE FACI LI TATOR: Yes, we still have
vi nyl, yeah.

MR. DANA LYONS: Many peopl e here who
shoul d be honored; I'd like to just take the

opportunity to honor one person, and actually,

coincidentally, it happens to be the next person, |
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believe, who is going to testify. 1'd like to honor
Gerry Pollet, with Heart of Anmerica Northwest.

Gerry has taken on the amazingly
difficult job of being the citizen watchdog person
of Hanford, the | argest nuclear waste facility in
the world. Gerry has done so nuch for us, and |
really appreciate it. | really appreciate it,
because, man, it is a tough job. You're fighting
agai nst the | argest budget in the United States
Governnment, virtually. You know, what is it,

DODY DOE? And | thank you for your work, Gerry.

Gerry wote, or was instrunental in
the witing of Referendum 84 —or was it 48?
don't renmenber —back in 1986, when the Departnent
of Energy wanted to put the comrercial nuclear waste
dunp in our state. They figured, "Ch, they got so
much of it, let's dunp even nore there."” They
t hought they could run it by us. But they didn't.
W created an initiative or a referendum and we
defeated it by 84 percent Referendum 40. Eighty-
four percent of Washington state voted agai nst that
dunp.

Well, if you want to push this
t hrough and you want to take on people |ike me who

aren't going to stand for any nore expl osi ons near
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my friends or neighbors or famly, | take it
personally. If you want to deal with nore people
like ne, and if you want to make us run a whol e
initiative process so we can beat you again by nore
than 84 percent, go ahead. Because |I'mgoing to
tell you right now that I amnot going to allowit,
and you're going to lose. You're going to |ose.
The reactor is never going to open again, so you
m ght as well get used to it. Take that nessage
back to D.C. Take it back to the Tri-Cities. It's
over. W are not going to stand for it.

The Departnent of Energy and Hanford
has no credibility here. And |I've got a |ot of
friends fromthe Tri-Cities, and they worked very
hard to keep that place safe. Unfortunately, our
government is overrun by corporate influence, and
our agencies are corrupt. GCkay, now |I've got that
of f nmy chest.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  You have two
m nut es.

MR DANA LYONS: Two m nutes.

THE FACI LI TATOR So | don't know how
| ong "Toxic Waste Dunp" is, but —

MR. DANA LYONS: That's okay.

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.
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MR. DANA LYONS: Now to follow up
upsettedness with hunor here [singing]:

"Well, I lost ny job here fishin' and
opened up a store. | buy and sell reactors, cooling
towers and | ead doors. W've got a brand-new
i ndustry bearing fruit of finer taste. W sel
juice to California and get paid to keep the waste.

"Qur state is a dunp site, plutonium
239. Qur state is a dunp site —just set it over
there, that's fine. Qur state is a dunp site; we'll
t ake whatever you send. Qur state is a dunp site
where the hot tinmes never end.

"We don't just nmake the power, we
al so build the bonbs. The dollars never stop from
Washi ngton to Washington. The other states all |ove
us 'cause we rarely take a stand. They send us
little presents and put noney in our hands."

Ever ybody now.

"Qur state is a dunp site, plutonium
239. Qur state is a dunp site —just set it over
there, that's great."

You're not singing, Colette. This is
—we're comng up to the harnony part here.

"Qur state is a dunp site; we'll take
what ever you send. Qur state is a dunp site where

the hot tinmes never end."
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Now, there's only one nore chorus to
get your harnonies on, so —

"So now | " m big and weal thy 'cause ny
busi ness here has grown. | sell lanps that don't
plug in and heaters for your honme. Progress and
technol ogy, for us they're sure been great. W're
singing here in Washi ngton, the Ever-d ow ng state.

"Qur state is a dunp site, plutonium
238. Qur state is a dunp site —just set it over
there, that's great. Qur state is a dunp site;
we'll take whatever you send. Qur state is a dunp
site where the hot times never end.”

One nore tine, now.

"Qur state is a dunp site, plutonium
238. Qur state is a dunp site —just set it over
there, that's great. Qur state is a dunp site; our
fate is to nutate. W' re singing here in
Washi ngton, the Ever-G@ owi ng state.”

Grab harnony, everybody.

"We're singing here in Washi ngton,
the Ever-A owing state.”

THE FACI LI TATOR  And exactly ten
m nutes. Ckay.

C(kay, additional speakers at this

poi nt ?
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MR. CERRY PCLLET: |'ve been told |
don't sing. 1've been told that a lot of tines, and

there's a reason for that, and I'mnot going to sing

sol o.
STATEMENT OF GERRY POLLET
HEART OF AMERI CA NORTHWEST
MR. CERRY PCLLET: 1'd like to talk,
wrap this up tonight, about commtnents. |[|'ll get

to give technical testinony tonorrow night in
Portland on behal f of Heart of America Northwest.

For the record, Heart of Anerica
Nort hwest, Cerald Pollet.

There are seven commtnents that |'d
like to talk about. The first commtnent is the one
of the Secretary of Energy to openness and public
i nvol venent. Bill Richardson has said —and | have
known hi m when he was in Congress —he has a deep
comm tnment to openness and public invol venrent, and
he has repeatedly said he wants notice in such a
manner that it actually tells people how the
Department of Energy's decisions nmay inpact their
values and lives. W didn't have that for these
heari ngs toni ght and the ones upcom ng around the
region, and |'mgreatly disappointed. The people,

the 1,200 people who turned out to hearings here in
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Seattle, Portland, Hood River, and Tri-Cties, who
opposed FFTF in January/February of 1998, did not
receive a miling.

Over forty people who commented in
1998 at public hearings in Seattle were told that
their conmments were | ost because they commented on
FFTF. Those people who did comment on FFTF in
January and February of 1998, the mpjority of them
were told their comments did not count.

Normal Iy, the public in this region
is expecting that they will hear an alternative
Vi ewpoi nt because the Hanford cl eanup agreenent, as
a matter of |law, now requires that for any decision
i nvolving public neetings that will inpact the
cl eanup agreenent, there nust be an alternative
poi nt of view presented. Now, you're not famliar
with that, apparently, but R chland could have told
you that's the case, or the State of Washi ngton or
U.S. EPA or the State of Oregon. | know that you
were called by a Hanford Public Interest Network
Group representative, and maybe you just don't trust
us.

But it would have gone a | ong way
towards snoot hing things over to run this like we

run nost hearings out here because we've taken sone
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significant steps with the Hanford site when it
conmes to public involvenent and nmaki ng sure that we
have adequate notice. And adequate notice includes,
when you get to the neeting, know ng what are the
differing points of view

Now, anot her problem toni ght was
tal ked about, a sign-up list. People cane from
ninety mles away, they canme early because they
were told in the Federal Register notice that there
was a sign-up list. It said, "Arrive at 6:00 for
registration,” which usually neans "sign-up list."
That's what it usually neans. You're saying, “No?”
That's what people expect if they see sonething that
says, "6:00 o'clock registration."

Wth all due respect, people feel
t hat —obvi ously, that someone who's paid by the
Departnent of Energy to be a noderator, Jim is
going to —no matter how fair you are, is going to
be picking, calling based on who called the shots
for him And so the answer here is to try to work
with the way we've done things in the region. And
we have made significant strides for public
i nvol venent .

In terms of commtnents, we are

asking that all the comments fromthe January and
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February 1998 records —hearings, and the conments
sent to the Secretary and the Departnent at that
time be entered into this record and responded to in
regard to the scope of the EIS because of the
i ssues raised in those hearings. And because you
did not contact those people, that is the fair and
reasonabl e thing to do because you did not contact
t hem

You ran one ad that —in the Seattle
Times, that ran on the page after the obituaries.

It did not provide neaningful notice. It didn't
say, "Here is what the decision may nean to you."
It was about 30 percent of the size of the ads
required for the Hanford cl eanup agreenent.

Now, we'd also like to make sure that
you mail this time —next tinme when you conme out on
your draft environnental inpact statenent, you nail
a notice to all the people who do show up here
toni ght and the next three nights, as well as al
t he peopl e who you m ssed and didn't mail to, who
are on your records as the Department of Energy in
the Ofice of Nuclear Energy, in ternms of the
January and February 1998 hearings. You've got
t hose nanes, so you can use them

O her -- what are the comm tnents
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bei ng broken? Let's start w th nunber one. The
Secretary of Energy, Decenber 1996, nade a forma
commtrment to the public in the Northwest and to
Congress, and the Secretary of Energy |ess than
three years ago said that within five years, by
2001, all of the Departnent of Energy's nucl ear
energy research and processing facilities would be
subject to full and conplete external nuclear safety
regul ati on.

Don't hear nuch about that these
days; it's one of those broken comm tnents that had
a half-life much shorter than tritium

We believe that the Departnent of
Energy, as a matter of law, nust consider, as a
reasonable alternative in this PEIS, neeting the
formal commtnment of the Departnment to subject its
facilities, including the FFTF, and all processing
facilities, including the fuel fabrication, target
separation processing, and plutonium processing
processes and facilities, to independent nucl ear
safety regul ati on.

Wiy woul d this nake a difference?
Well, the Departnment of Energy, it turns out, has
its own standards for how much radiation is an

al | owabl e dose, an acceptable dose in the event of
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an accident, to the public. And it's a hell of a
ot nore than the NRC or EPA allow. It's a hell of
a lot nore than the public thinks is acceptable. In
fact, the Departnment of Energy believes that it's
accept abl e, under its guidelines, under nornal
operations, for the Hanford site to give a dose of
radiation that is far greater than the NRC and EPA
allow to nmenbers of the public.

Anot her exanpl e woul d be the
Department of Energy, under its self-regulation,
which is not real regulation at all —it determ nes
things |like when is the secondary sodi um cool ant
| oop for FFTF consi dered radi oactive, and when is it
cal | ed nonradi oactive. O course, tritium and
pl utonium do mgrate across fromthe primary loop to
the secondary | oop. But the Departnment of Energy's
materials call the secondary | oop nonradi oacti ve.
It's because they adopted a definition that says,
"As long as it's belowthis level, it's
nonr adi oacti ve, and we set that |evel after
determ ning fromoperating history that we shoul dn't
reach that level.” But it is radioactive.

The second conmitnent —excuse ne.
A second rel ationship would be, Wio does this

envi ronnmental inpact statenent? In fact, a DOE
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contractor wouldn't be doing this. A contractor who
wor ks for the agency that says, "No high-Ievel
nucl ear waste tanks have | eaked at Hanford since
1992," would not be doing this environnental inpact
statenent, but an independent regul ator woul d be.

The second comm tnent is the Tri-
Party Agreenent. In 1995, the Departnent of Energy
said it will shut dowmn the FFTF reactor —

THE FACI LI TATOR Thirty seconds.

MR GERRY POLLET: —and use, and |
guote, "the funds saved for higher priority
envi ronnment al nmanagenment activities."” That woul d
mean 30 to 40 mllion dollars a year woul d be going
into neeting your unfunded | egal obligations under
the Hanford cl eanup agreenent. That's nore noney
than you will be spending this year on actual
remedi ati on of groundwater along the Col unbia
River. That's nore noney, by several tines, than
you wi Il spend cleaning up your buried transuranic
wast e at Hanford, which you' re breaking your
obl i gati ons on.

THE FACI LI TATOR It's ten m nutes,
Cerry.

MR. GERRY POLLET: Okay, I'IIl just

wrap up here.
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We believe that, as a matter of |aw,
you nust consider in this environnental inpact
statenment as a reasonable alternative, and under the
i npacts of your proposed action, you must consider
and di scl ose what woul d be inpacted, and the
benefits if you shut down the reactor and net your
commtment to use the funds saved for, quote,

“hi gher priority environnmental managenent
activities," unquote.

THE FACI LI TATOR  Ckay.

MR. GERRY POLLET: 1'mgoing to wap
up with this: to neet the |aw, the National
Environnental Policy Act, we should first be
deci ding what is the need for these m ssions and the
structure of the Departnent’'s infrastructure in
order to neet those needs. |Is there a need for
nmedi cal isotopes? Can we rely on Canada? Can we
build a high-neutron-flux accelerator? Can we use
university accelerators and facilities? That is the
proper thing to do.

And | want to appreciate that, after
corresponding with you, you did indeed change from
t he proponents' insistence that there just be a
site-specific EIS, to going to a programmatic

envi ronnment al inpact statenent, nade a very
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significant change there, and we appreciate your
listening to us, or determ ning on your own that you
didit.

But still, before you do this, right
now you are independently doing a nucl ear science
and technol ogy | ong-range research and devel opnent
pl an, a nucl ear science and technol ogy
i nfrastructure road nap, nonproliferation studies
and cost studies —

THE FACI LI TATOR: Two m nutes over.

MR. GERRY POLLET: —and you are not
going to incorporate those things into this PEIS.
And the law requires that you incorporate theminto
the progranmmati c environnmental inpact statenent up
front, and you defer any site-specific work until
after you have issued a programmati c environnent al
i npact statenent.

| think it is a travesty that, while
you are saying you' re doing a programatic
envi ronnment al inpact statenent, you cling to the
site-specific here, and in the Notice of Intent
said, "The PEIS will include sufficient project-
specific analysis of the FFTF to enable DOE to
support a restart decision.”™ |It's an invitation to

a lawsuit, and we got it comi ng because you can't do




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

211
that while claimng that "W're doing a PEIS, but
we're going to ook at just this one site
specifically before we even do our infrastructure
road map."

THE FACI LI TATOR: Cerry, it's going
to have to shut off.

MR. GERALD PCLLET: Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR. Thank you.

| want to check and see if there's
any additional coments from anybody else. |'m
going to check. |I'mchecking to see if there's
anybody that hasn't gone yet. No one at this tine.

|"msorry? You have a —

STATEMENT OF AN AUDI ENCE MEMBER

AUDI ENCE MEMBER: |'I| be very qui ck.
It's a quarter till 12:00; we've been going at this
for close to five hours. Have you ever been to a
novi e that was five hours Iong? They don't nake
five-hour novies because they want you to cone and
t hey want your business. Wen | go to Saf eway,
where they want ny business, they have ei ghteen
check stands to make sure that | can be taken care
of quickly. The Departnent of Energy should be
hol di ng neetings on nultiple nights. This was not

just a public hearing, it was also a public shutout,
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because a | ot of people who would have testified
didn't have the sitzfleisch to stay until they could
finally get called on

THE FACI LI TATOR  kay.

AUDI ENCE MEMBER:  You need to hold
mul ti pl e evenings, or rent two roons and hold
si mul t aneous hearings, so that you can hear the
public. Thank you.

THE FACI LI TATOR Ckay. Thank you.

If I saw no other hands, this neans
we' re adjourned. Thank you for com ng and sticking
out through the bitter —the end here. Thank you.

MR. GERRY POLLET: 1'd like give for
the record the report of the Hanford Public Interest
Net wor k, August 1999, which we'd |i ke responded to
in the EI S

THE FACI LI TATOR:  Ckay.

(Whereupon, at 11:45 p.m the neeting was concl uded)
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